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INTRODUCTION 


All  kinds  of  fancy  definitions  have  been  devised  to  describe 
community  planning^  and  whereas  a  few  individuals  may  take  a  dim 
view  of  some  planning  processes  and  methods „  there  are  few  who  would 
argue  against  the  simply  logic  of  looking  before  you  leap.  An  un- 
planned community  is  the  cumulative  result  of  the  leaping  of  individ- 
uals, some  of  whom  looked  first,  some  of  v;hom  did  not.   In  many  cities 
this  has  produced  a  tangled  snarl  of  traffic,  business  enterprises, 
residences,  schools,  churches,  factories   etc. 

Never  before  has  the  public  had  so  many  goods,  services,  and 
activities  from  which  to  choose.   There  is  very  little  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  future  will  become  even  more  complex,  and  competition 
for  space  and  the  good  tilings  of  life  will  become  even  keener. 

Because  the  City  of  Clinton  has  launched  upon  a  formal  program 
of  community  planning,  it  is  logical  to  assume  that  it  hopes  to  de- 
velop m  an  orderly  and  efficient  manner  which  will  ultimately  pro- 
vide maximum  benefits  for  everyone.  Community  development  has  been 
well  described  as  follows: 

"Community  development  is  a  process  of  social  action  in 
which  the  people  of  a  community  organize  themselves  for 
planning  and  action;  define  their  common  and  individu£il 
needs  and  problems,  make  group  and  individual  plans  to 
meet  their  needs  and  solve  their  problems.,  execute  these 
plans  with  a  maximum  of  reliance  upon  community  resources ; 
and  supplement  these  resources,  when  necessary,  with  ser- 
vices and  materials  from  governmental  and  nongovernraental 
agencies  outside  the  community." 

The  economy  of  the  small  community  is  one  of  the  least  known  a- 
spects  of  the  economy  of  the  United  States.   In  recent  years  much 
fresh  attention  has  been  concentrated  on  the  problems  of  understand- 
ing and  guiding  the  "small  economics."   There  is  a  vast  difference 
between  appraising  the  economy  and  shaping  the  economy.  In  apprais- 
ing the  economy  we  lack  standards  to  go  by,  unless  we  simply  compare 
certain  measures  with  those  of  other  communities.   P^or  example,  what 
is  the  minimum  per  capita  income  and  income  distribution  necessary 
to  support  all  those  things  that  are  generally  accepted  as  represent- 
ing a  high  standard  of  living?   The  wellsprings  of  income  lie  in  the 
ability  of  the  individual  to  produce  something  of  value,  be  it  labor, 
service,  ideas,  or  goods.   This  directs  one's  thoughts  to  the  educa- 
tional attainments  and  skills  of  a  population,  as  well  as  toward  pre- 
vailing attitudes  and  opportunities.   Those  wlio  are  actively  inter- 
rested  in  improving  their  community  may  be  understandably  bewildered 
by  the  vastness  and  complexity  of  the  many  factors,  and  they  natur- 
ally look  for  some  simplified  plan  of  action. 
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One  of  the  first  steps  has  already  been  taken  in  Clinton  in  the 
form  of  the  development  of  comprehensive  physical  planning.   By  guid- 
ing the  over-all  growth  and  arrangement  of  the  city,  at  least   one 
bottleneck  is  being  enlarged  if  not  totally  removed.   Economic  devel- 
opment will  then  have  a  better  chance  of  success,  for  an  orderly  and 
flexible  arrangement  of  space  not  only  allows  for  growth  but  also 
attracts  growth  elements. 

If  clrlc  officials  intend  to  sponsor  a  concrete  program  of  eco- 
ndmic  derelopment  perhaps  the  next  basic  step  is  either  creation  of 
new  jobs,  improvement  of  and  stabilization  of  existing  oinployment, 
or  all  three.   We  say  either-or  because  tlic  extent  and  speed  of  Clin- 
ton's growth  and  development  must  stem  from  decisions  that  reflect 
prevailing  community  attitudes  and  leadersliip.   The  decision  to  go 
all-out  for  additions  to  the  economic  structure  should  be  preceded 
by  careful  consideration  of  the  possible  advantages  and  disadvantages ./l 

Responsibility  for  this  decision  lies  somewhere  in  the  community 
and  this  fact  determines  the  nature  of  this  report.   Ahat  follows  is 
a  description  of  Clinton's  past  and  present  economy,  limited  by  avail- 
ability of  data;  it  is  not  a  plan  for  economic  development.   In  addi- 
tion to  its  function  us  a  benchmark  for  physical  planning  we  hope 
that  it  will  be  useful  to  those  who  are  pondering  the  future. 

This  publication  is  an  important  part  of  the  planning  process 
in  that  it  partially  inventories  the  community's  resources.   It  also 
partially  defines  assets  and  liabilities.   V.e  say  "partially"  be- 
cause we  have  no  other  choice.   Most  businessmen  regard  periodic  in- 
ventory as  essential;  hov/evor,  very  few  communities  as  a  whole  have 
been  aware  of  the  need  for  regular  and  systematic  community  inventory. 
Dependence  is  placed  upon  the  data  collected  every  ten  years  by  the 
U,  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  and  population,  as  a  rule,  is  about  the 
only  yardstick  considered.   Simple  population  figures  reveal  much  but 
they  also  conceal  much  that  should  be  known.   Ideally,  we  need  more 
information  and  more  frequent  information  pertaining  to  income,  em- 
ployment, housing,  migration,  and  many  other  social  and  economic 
indicators.   The  data  are  expensive  and  often  difficult  to  obtain 
unless  they  are  collected  with  other  data  usually  required  by  a  city. 
In  reality,  unless  they  can  be  related  to  standards  or  goals  they 
tell  us  little.   Therefore,  we  say  thcit  this  report  does  not  provide 
a  complete  panorama.   It  takes  what  information  is  available  and 


1/   For  a  very  fine  discussion  of  pros  and  cons  we  recommend 
the  following  publication:   C.  S.  Logsdon,  Community  Action  for 
Economic  Development,  (Research  Paper  3)  School  of  Business  Adminis- 
tration, University  of  North  Carolina,  Chapel  Ilill.   Sept.,  1960 
(Single  copy  -  Sl.50.   /additional  copies  at  lower  prices.) 
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attempts  to  provide  some  of  the  quantitative  bases  upon  which  the 
▼arioua  aspects  of  planning  more  or  less  depend. 

Jast  as  the  community  reflects  the  activities  of  each  and  all 
individuals,  so  the  state  and  the  nation  reflects  the  activities  of 
all  communities.   Whereas  it  may  be  impossible  for  all  the  people 
in  Clinton  to  agree  upon  certain  specific  types  of  standards  and 
goals,  there  is  no  question  but  what  they  should  be  united  and  in 
agreement  that  Clinton  should  strive  to  become  prosperous,  beauti- 
ful, and  well  organized.   Such  an  attitude  sponsors  national  growth 
and  prosperity  which,  in  turn,  is  reflected  back  to  the  community 
in  the  form  of  additional  economic  opportunities. 
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THE  POPULiVTION  OF  CLINTON 

ABOUT  POPULATION  PROJECTIONS  IN  GENERAL...  Although  changes  in 
population  of  a  given  geographical  unit  occur  as  the  result  of  only 
four  basic  events,  the  factors  affecting  these  basic  events  are  in- 
finite.  The  four  events  are: 

1.  Births 

2.  Deaths 

3.  Migration 

4.  Changes  in  the  physical  boundaries  of  the  geographical  unit. 

Literally  thousands  of  factors  are  at  work  affecting  birth  rates, 
death  rates,  migration.   Individually,  these  factors  are  largely  un- 
predictable, but  the  results  of  their  combined  affects  can  be  indenti- 
fied  in  the  form  of  trends  and  these  may  be  projected  into  the  future. 
No  one  is  more  aware  of  the  limitations  of  population  projections  than 
the  demographer;  however,  once  a  past  trend  for  an  area  has  been  est- 
ablished, estimates  of  future  numbers  of  inhabitants  can  be  made  that 
are  generally  far  better  than  guesses.   They  provide  benchmarks,  and 
if  they  are  used  for  planning  activities,  deviations  from  these  bench- 
narks  should  be  watched  carefully.   The  deviations  themselves  can 
teach  one  much  about  what  is  likely  to  happen  in  the  future. 

Experience  has  shown  that  the  larger  the  area,    the  more  accu- 
rate are  the  population  projections  made  for  it.   The  shorter  the 
future  period  is,  the  more  accurate  are  the  forecasts.   The  least  ac- 
curate estimate  is  that  made  for  a  small  area  and  covering  a  long 
period  of  time.   Five  years  is  considered  to  be  a  short  period,  and 
twenty  years  a  very  long  period,  for  forecasting  purposes.   To  give 
an  idea  of  what  is  meant  by  a  small  area,  demographers  are  often  wary 
of  predictions  made  for  counties,  but  more  faith  is  placed  in  areas 
as  large  as  states. 

For  small  towns,  population  projections  are  not  targets,  rather, 
they  are  probabilities  which  depend  upon  stability  on  the  part  of 
certain  underlying  factors.   They  depend  upon  continuation  of  past 
trends  and  upon  the  assumption  that  such  things  as  major  wars  and 
economic  depressions  will  not  come  along  to  upset  normal  developments. 
When  small  town  populations  are  projected  by  "tying"  them  to  more  de- 
pendable estimates  for  large  areas  such  as  the  United  States  or   a 
group  of  states,  then  of  course  one  has  to  assume  that  the  relation- 
ship of  the  town  to  the  larger  area  will  continue  at  about  the  same 
proportion  in  the  future,  or,  according  to  changes  in  proportionate 
relationship  that  have  been  observed  to  occur  in  the  past. 

PAST  TRENDS  IN  CLINTON.   The  course  of  population  development  in 
Clinton  during  the  past  fifty  years  is  shown  in  Table  1  and  in  Chart  1, 
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From  1900  to  1960  the  over-all  increase  in  population  was  6,489. 
This  was  a  jump  of  677  percent.   The  average  change  per  decade  from 
1900  to  1900  was  1,082  individuals  or  an  average  of  about  33  percent 
per  decade.   The  great  spurt  in  population  between  1950  and  1954  is 
a  good  example  of  what  can  happen  in  a  town  or  city  to  upset  trends. 
Undoubtedly  the  addition  of  important  manufacturing  was  partly  re- 
sponsible for  the  growth, even  though  annexation  v/as  responsible  for 
most  of  the  gain. 

Clinton's  Growth  Compared  With  Other  Areas.   The  population  of 
Sampson  County  grew  from  20,380  in  1900  to  47,940  in  1960.   The  a- 
mount  of  gain  was  21,566,  and  the  rate  of  over  all  gain  was  82  per- 
cent.  The  average  increase  per  decade  was  3,594;  the  average  net 
rate  of  increase  from  one  census  year  to  the  next  was  10.9  percent. 
From  this  we  may  see  that  the  rate  of  growth  in  Clinton  was  about 
three  times  that  of  the  county,  on  the  average. 

Sampson  County  has  grown  in  population  at  a  slower  rate  than  the 
entire  state.   North  Carolina  has  come  to  be  about  one  third  urban, 
Sampson   County  is  about  one  fourth  and  it  would  be  expected  that  ur- 
banization would  lift  the  state  growth  rate  above  that  of  a  predomin- 
antly rural  county.   The  increase  of  the  population  of  the  state  from 
1900  to  1960  was  114.7  percent,  and  the  average  increase  from  decade 
to  decade  was  about  17  percent.   Clinton,  of  course,  reflecting  the 
general  tendency  of  cities  to  expand  faster  than  other  areas,  grew 
much  faster  than  did  tlie  state,  proportionately. 

One  other  area  that  may  be  used  for  comparative  purposes  is  Eco- 
nomic Area  Number  6,  composed  of  Sampson,  Harnett,  Johnston,  Lee, 
Warren,  and  Franklin  Counties,   This  area  was  designated  by  the  U.S. 
Bureau  of  the  Census  in  1950  as  one  with  sufficient  homogeneity  for 
identification  as  a  socio-economic  unit  within  the  state.   The  popu- 
lation of  the  economic  area  increased  103  percent  from  1900  to  1950, 
about  12  percent  less  than  the  State  as  a  whole.   The  average  change 
per  decade  in  the  ecomonic  area  from  1900  to  1950  was  12.9  percent. 

Clin^^^^n,  then,  h.'is  averaged  a  gain  of  about  108  individuals  per 
year.  Between  1900  and  1950  the  average  gain'was  69  individuals  per  year. 
The  average  gain  pex-  year  among  all  i>Jortn  Carolina  towns  with  a  pop- 
ulation between  ?,500  and  5,000  in  1950  was  56  per  year.   Clinton, 
grew  slightly  faster  than  the  average  town  of  that  size.   In  short, 
Clinton's  growth  rate  may  be   considered  about  typical  among  towns  of 
its  size,  as  of  1950. 


County  Trend.   Sampson  County's  population  has  increased  at  a 
slightly  slower  rate  than  that  of  the  state  or  Economic  Area  C,  that 
is, from  1900  to  1950.   In  1940  a  new  trend  showed  up  as  the  rate  of 
growth  for  the  state  as  a  whole  began  to  pull  away  from  the  rates 
{UDong  eastern,  rural  coiantios.   The  preliminary  report  on  Sampson 
County  from  the  1960  census  shows  that  the  county's  population  de- 
creased from  1950  by  1,834,  or  about  183  per  year.   There  is  little 


doubt  but  what  this  decrease  was  brought  about  by  of f-the-f arm  migra- 
tion.  Even  the  growth  of  Clinton  was  not  sufficient  to  offset  the 
migration.   It  is  quite  likely  thiit  twice  as  many  people  actually 
left  the  farms  than  are  revealed  by  the  net  decrease  in  county  popu- 
lation, because  of  the  offsetting  growth  of  towns.   If  we  assume  an 
average  of  4  individuals  per  farm  family,  possibly  as  many  as  900 
farm  feimilies  left  the  county.   It  is  more  likely  that  the  younger 
farm  people  and  the  elderly  account  for  most  of  the  off-farm  migra- 
tion, however.   The  1960  census  data  on  characteristics  will  be 
available  by  19G1,  when  the  premise  may  be  checked. 

FUTURE  POPULATION 

As  was  stated  above,  long-range  projections  of  the  population 
are  merely  general  guides.   No  one  can  foretell  which  past  trends 
will  be  followed  into  the  future.   Because  ten  and  twenty-year  fore- 
casts for  small  areas  are  so  tenuous,  a  set  of  projections  are  sup- 
plied in  Table  2  in  order  to  provide  a  range  of  populations  v/ithin 
which  the  actual  population  of  Clinton  is  likely  to  be. 

The  estimates  in  Table  2  really  point  out  the  wide  latitude  of 
choice  in  forecasting.   Items  1  and  4  show  what  will  happen  if  trends 
already  demonstrated  happen  to  continue  for  the  next  twenty  years. 
Items  2  and  3  involved  what  may  happen  if  the  rate  of  grov/th  in  Clin- 
ton is  "tied"  to  the  projected  rate  of  growth  of  the  county--on  one 
hand — and  the  state,  on  the  other.   (Several  steps  are  not  shown  in 
items  2  and  3:  The  population  of  the  county  and  the  state  have  been 
projected  by  the  Advance  Planning  Section  of  the  N.  C.  Highway  Com- 
mission by  apportioning  the  future  population  of  the  state  to  the 
estimated  population  of  the  United  States,  on  the  presumption  that 
past  ratios  will  continue  into  the  future.) 

If  Clinton's  growth  accelerates  to  parallel  the  rate  of  growth 
of  the  state  it  v/ill  have  to  hustle,  for  that  kind  of  growth  would 
require  many  more  job  opportunities  than  are  now  available.   At  any 
rate,  these  estimctes  provide  a  "high"  range  that  probably  represents 
maximum  gro'.th. 

One  other  projection  is  interesting  for  comparative  purposes: 
Since  1955  the  nation's  rate  of  growth  has  been  about  1.65  percent 
per  year.   Assuming  that  Clinton's  migration  rate,  death  rate,  and 
fertility  remain  constant  and  this  nfitional  trend  continues,  by 
1980  Clinton's  population  would  be  10,333  (rate  of  growth  for  twenty 
years,  compounded  annually).   Since  the  1.65  percent  national  rate 
includes  urban  and  rural,  and  because  urbanization  is  the  trend  of 
the  future,  the  two  lower  estimates  in  Table  2  appear  to  be  reason- 
able expectations  for  Clinton. 

Sampson  County.  In  Tables   one  may  observe  that  Sampson  County 
lost  1,834  people  between  1950  and  1960.   During  that  decade   the 
reproductive  increase  (excess  of  births  over  deaths)  was  9, 193. 
Therefore,  the  net  outmigration  from  the  county  was  11,327.  (See 
Table  4  .)   There  is  little  doubt  but  what  the  outmigration  was 
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caused  by  changes  in  the  agricultural  ecoiiouiics  of  the  county  which 
has  resulted  in  fewer  farm  workers,  decreased  land  in  tobacco  pro- 
duction and  movement  of  farm  people  to  urban  areas  in  search  of 
employment.    Chart  1  also  reveals  a  decline  in  the  population  of 
Economic  Area  6,  in  which  Sampson  County  is  located.   Between  1950 
and  1960  the  economic  area  lost  8,371  individuals,  or  3.5  percent 
of  the  population  as  of  1950.   The  percent  loss  in  Sampson  County 
during  the  same  period  was  3.7  percent.   Clearly,  certain  influ- 
ences have  rather  universally  affected  population  trends  throughout 
the  area. 

If  these  population  trends  continue,  the  implication  is  that 
the  number  of  people  in  the  retail  trade  area  of  Clinton  will  de- 
crease unless  urbanization  offsets  the  rural  losses. 


North  Carolina  State  Library 


CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THE  POPULATION 

Tables  showing  the  characteristics  of  the  population  are  pre- 
sented on  following  pages. 

Age  Characteristics:  Table  10  portrays  the  proportionate  dis- 
tribution of  Clinton's  population  by  age  groups  for  1940  and  1950, 
compared  with  urban  North  Carolina.   The  most  noteworthy  fact  is  the 
high  proportion  of  persons  45  years  old  and  over  in  1950:   23.2  per- 
cent in  Clinton,  compared  with  19.2  percent  in  all  urban  North  Caro- 
lina.  This  accumulation  of  older  people  will  probably  continue. 
Also,  the  proportion  of  people  between  the  ages  of  20  and  34  is  low- 
er in  Clinton  than  urban  North  Carolina.   Otherwise,  there  are  no 
highly  significant  differences  or  characteristics  pertaining  to  age 
groups.   In  both  the  state  as  a  whole  and  in  Clinton  there  has  been 
an  outmigration  of  younger  people  — job  and  opportunity  seekers.  Al- 
so, the  lov;  birth  rates  of  the  1930' s  are  reflected  in  a  diminished 
proportion  of  younger  people  in  1940  and  1950. 

Sex  Composition.  The  ratio  of  males  to  females  in  a  population 
normally  varies  very  little.   Small  inequalities  in  sex  ratio  re- 
quire no  significant  social  or  economic  community  adjustments.   Only 
large  differences  matter.   Until  1950  in  the  United  States  men  had 
out-niunbered  women  but  in  1950  women  predominated.   The  ratio  was 
98.6  males  per  100  females.   In  Clinton  the  ratio  was  90  per  100 
females  in  1950,  a  somewhat  low  ratio.   It  is  estimated  that  the  nat- 
tional  ratio  in  1960  is  98.2  among  the  white  population  and  95.5  a- 
mong  the  nonwhite.   The  ratio  among  nonwhites  in  Clinton  in  1950 
was  84.4. 

There  has  always  been  a  lower  sex  ratio  among  nonwhites  in  this 
county  than  among  whites.   The  reasons  are  not  fully  understood,  but 
probably  a  serious  under-enumeration  of  nonwhites  males  isan  import- 
ant reason.   The  sex  ratio  at  birth  has  always   been  lower  among 
nonwhites  than  among  whites,  for  reasons  unknown. 

Racial  Characteristics.   In  1950  the  nonwhite  segment  of  the 
population  made  up  34.3  percent  of  the  total.   According  to  the  spe- 
cial census  of  1954  the  percent  nonwhite  had  increased  by  100.7;  in 
other  words,  the  nonwhite  population  of  Clinton  doubled  between  1950 
and  1954.   The  actual  numbers  are  shown  below: 


Percent 

April.  1950  July,  1954   Increase 

Nonwhite  population  1,516       3,042      100.7 

White  population  2,898        3,959        36.6 


Inasmuch  as  the  population  of  Clinton  increased  by  only  446 
between  1954  and  1960,  it  is  very  doubtful  that  the  proportions  of 
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white  and  nonwhite  changed  significantly.   The  characteristics  of  the 
population  in  1960  will  be  available  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
shortly  after  this  publication  is  printed,  but  the  likely  distribution 
will  be  as  follows: 

1960 

Nvunber  Percent   of   Total 

White   population  4,170  56 


Nonwhite  population  3,277 


Total  7,447 


Citizens  will  recall  that  just  prior  to  1954  the  City  of  Clinton 
annexed  a  considerable  body  of  land.   Annexation  was  responsible  for 
the  ten  percent  increase  in  the  proportion  of  nonwhites,  rather  than 
a  sudden  surge  of  imnigration  or  a  spurt  in  the  reproductive  rate  of 
increase.   The  distribution  of  population  by  race  in  Clinton  and  in 
Sampson  County  had  changed  only  by  about  one  percent  between  1930 
and  1950.   Throughout  the  entire  state  the  proportion  of  nonwhites 
in  the  population  has  decreased  steadily  since  1880  at  an  average  rate 
of  about  1.7  percent  per  year.   In  1880  nonwhites  comprised  38  per- 
cent of  the  population  of  the  state;  in  1950  the  proportion  was  25.8 
percent.   If  past  trends  in  the  area  are  an  indication  of  what  may 
happen  in  the  future,  then  Sampson  County  will  have  a  white  popula- 
tion of  about  62  percent  of  the  total  and  Clinton's  nonwhite  pro- 
portion will  be  about  33  percent.   If  state-wide  trends  go  into  effect 
the  proportion  of  nonwhites  in  Clinton  and  Sampson  County  would  be 
29  and  58  percent,  respectively. 

The  birth  rate  among  nonwhites  is  expected  to  decrease  slowly 
but  steadily  in  coming  years,  and  what  with  a  generally  higher  level 
of  educational  attainment  more  and  more  nonwhites  are  likely  to  mig- 
rate to  find  suitable  employment.   Therefore,  some  reduction  in  the 
percent  of  nonwhites  is  probable.   This  statement  is  based  on  the 
likelihood  that  nonwhites  will  continue  to  face  certain  traditional 
handicaps  in  competition  for  better  paying  jobs. 
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TABLE  1. 

POPULATION  OF  CLINTON,  NOUTH  C.UiOLINA,  1900-1960 

Year 

„    ,     .  ■                              Change  from  Preceding  Decade 
Population              "               ° 

Amount        Percent 

1900 

958 

1910 

1,101 

1920 

2,110 

1930 

2,710 

1940 

3,557 

1950 

4,414 

1954 

7,001 

19G0 

7,447 

143 

14.9 

1,009 

91.6 

600 

28.4 

847 

31.3 

857 

24.1 

2,587 

58. G 

(1950-54) 

446 

6.4 

(1954-60) 

Source:   U.  S,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  decennial  reports.  Data 
for  1954  taken  from  the  report  of  a  special  census  conducted  hy  the 
U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census.   1960  data  from  preliminary  releases  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  subject  to  minor  revisions  in  final  tabu- 
lation. 


TABLE   2.   ESTIMATED  POPULATION  OF  CLINTON,  NOUTII  CAROLINA,  1970 
AND  1980.  USING  ViUlIOUS  METHODS 

Method  of  Forecasting  Estimated  Population 

1970  1980 

(1)  Based  upon  average  percent  (33/J) 

Increase  per  decade,  Clinton,  1930-60.       9,905        13,174 

(2)  Based  upon  Clinton's  population  as 

percent  of  Sampson  County  population  /l      12,784         18,648 

(3)  Based  upon  trend  in  Clinton's  pop- 
ulation as  percent  of  population  of  N.  C.    12,625        19,808 

(4)  Based  upon  the  average  actual  gain  per 

year  from  1940  to  1960  (l94  individuals)      9,387        11,327 

1/  Using  N.  C.  Highway  Commission  estimates  of  county  popula- 
tion in  1970  and  1980  and  the  change  in  Clinton's  percent  of  county 
population  from  1940  to  1960. 
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CHART  1. POPULATION  GROWTH  TRENDS  FOR  CLINTON,  SAMPSON  COUNTY, 
N.C.  ECONOMIC  AREA  NO.  6  AND  NORTH  CAROLINA,  1900-60 
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Note:   Scale  for  the  North  Carolina  trend  line  appears  on 
right  hand  side  of  chart. 

Source:   U,  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 
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TABLE  4 .   RESIDENT  BIRTHS  AND  DEATHS,  SAMPSON  COUNTY  1950-195S 


Year 


Births 


Deaths 


Excess  of  Births 
Over  Deaths 


1930 

1,137 

1931 

1,098 

1932 

1,115 

1933 

1,112 

1934 

1,114 

1935 

1,218 

1936 

1,196 

1937 

1,258 

1938 

1,257 

1939 

1,254 

Total,  1930-39  11,759 
Average, 1930-39   


1940 

1,221 

1941 

1,223 

1942 

1,289 

1943 

1,275 

1944 

1,275 

1945 

1,242 

1946 

1,327 

1947 

1,567 

1948 

1,436 

1949 

1,376 

Total, 1940-49   13,231 
Average, 1940-49   


1950 

1,417 

1951 

1,482 

1952 

1,422 

1953 

1,426 

1954 

1,408 

1955 

1,327 

1956 

1,287 

1957 

1,259 

1958 

1,132 

12,160 

1959(est,) 

1,351 

Total, 1950-59   13,511 
Average, 1950-59   


429 
412 
403 
424 
427 
430 
421 
432 
437 
461 

4,276 


408 
420 
387 
332 
379 
338 
370 
404 
377 
407 

3,822 


407 
365 
381 
412 
387 
404 
415 
433 
412 
3,616 
402 

4,018 


708 
686 
712 
688 
687 
788 
775 
826 
820 
793 

7,483 

748  per  yr, 

813 

803 

902 

043 

896 

904 

957 
1,163 
1,059 

969 

9,409 

941  per  yr, 

1,010 
1,117 
1,041 
1,014 
1,021 

923 

872 

826 

720 

949 

9,493 

949  per  yr. 


Source:   N,  C,  State  Board  of  Health,  Epidemiology  Division, 
Annual  Reports  of  Public  Health  Statistics  Section. 
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T^^BLE  5     .      smiMAUY  Oi''  lOPUL.iTIUN   CH.  ::'-CT;;RISTI(;      FO'l  CLINTuM, 
S.UIPSON   COiiNTY  ;J\'!)  Nu  iTH   C.  .U'LIN..  19;i0 


Characteristics  Clinton        ampaon  N.    Carolina      Urban, 

County N .  C . 

Total    lopulation 

Median  .Vge  27.8       22.1         2.1.0      27.0 

Percent  GI)  years 

old  and  over  6.4        5.4  6,5  5.4 

Percent  non-white     54,3       36, E         20,6      26. i> 

Persons  25  years  old 

&  over  Median  school 

years  completed.       9.9        7.4  7.9       9.2 

Person."  14  Years  Old 
and  Over 


NuKber  in  labor 

force 

1,992 

16,411 

1,53 

4,920 

610,9 

10 

I'.ale  percent  in 

labor  force 

8").  8 

81.7 

80.1 

80. 

.0 

i''einale  jjercent  in 

labor  force 

45 . 3 

19.0 

o0.7 

42, 

.3 

Percent  Unemployed 

::.l 



3.3 

4, 

.7 

Families    and  unrelated 
indivieinals 

Median   income  2,069  1,067  1,864  2,313 

Percent  with   income 

less    th£in    $2,000  48.-!  74.9  53.1  43.0 


-  15 


TABLE  6  .   AGE, 

COLOR, 

AND 

SEX  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF 

CLINTON, 

1940 

Number 

•  of  Peopl 

e 

Age 
Groups 

All 

Classes 

Whi 

te 

Nonwhite 

Total   M 

ale 

Female 

Male 

Female 

Male 

Female 

Totals 

3,557   1 

,695 

1 

,862 

1,119 

1,198 

576 

664 

Under  5 

311 

169 

142 

102 

87 

67 

55 

5-9 

314 

148 

166 

88 

104 

60 

62 

10-14 

334 

166 

168 

97 

99 

69 

69 

15-19 

399 

170 

229 

109 

137 

61 

92 

20-24 

332 

165 

167 

105 

113 

60 

54 

25-34 

668 

318 

350 

219 

215 

99 

135 

35-44 

488 

235 

253 

161 

170 

74 

83 

45-54 

314 

144 

170 

108 

116 

36 

54 

55-64 

214 

93 

121 

70 

88 

23 

33 

65  &  over 

183 

87 

96 

60 

69 

27 

27 

21  &  over 

2,119   1 

,005 

1, 

,114 

698 

743 

307 

371 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 


TABLE  7  .   PERCENT  MALE  AND  FEMALE  IN  THE  POPULATION  OF 
CLINTON,  BY  RACE,  1940  AND  1950 


Year 


Percent  of  Total  Population 


White 


Male    Female 


Nonwhite 


Total 


Male    Female 


Male    Female 


1940     31.5 
1950     31.6 


33.7 

16.2 

18,7 

47.7 

52.3 

34.0 

15.7 

18.6 

47.4 

52.6 

Source:   U.  S,  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
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TABLE  8 .   AGE,  COLOR,  AND  SEX  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  CLINTON, 
^1950 


Age 
Groups 


Nvunber  of  People 


All  Classes  White  Nonwhite 

Total   Male   Female    Male   Female    Male   Female 


Totals 

4,414 

2,091 

2,323 

1,397 

1,501 

694 

822 

Under  5 

465 

242 

223 

155 

136 

87 

87 

5-9 

440 

241 

199 

147 

116 

94 

83 

10-14 

350 

184 

166 

115 

94 

69 

72 

15-19 

338 

151 

187 

84 

114 

67 

73 

20-24 

387 

148 

239 

103 

167 

45 

72 

25-34 

767 

366 

401 

267 

278 

99 

123 

35-44 

638 

293 

345 

210 

211 

83 

134 

45-54 

464 

217 

247 

141 

160 

76 

87 

55-64 

281 

135 

146 

96 

99 

39 

47 

65  &  over 

284 

114 

170 

79 

126 

35 

44 

21  &  over 

2,756 

1,246 

1,510 

878 

1,017 

368 

493 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
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TABLE  9  .   AGE,  SEX,  AND  lUCE  CHARACTERISTICS  FOR  CLINTON, 
SAMPSON  COUNTY  AND  NORTH  CAROLINA,  1950 

Note:  Percent  only  is  shown  for  North  Carolina  because  the  state 
figures  are  used  only  for  comparative  purposes. 


Age  Groups 

All  Classes 

Cli 

nton 

Non-whi 

te 

Male 

Feme 

.le 

Mai 

e 

Female 

No. 

lo 

No. 

$ 

No. 

lo 

No. 

^ 

Under  5 

242 

5.5 

223 

5.0 

87 

2.0 

87 

2.0 

5  to   9 

241 

5.5 

199 

4.5 

94 

2,1 

83 

1.9 

10  to  14 

184 

4.2 

166 

3.8 

69 

1.6 

72 

1.6 

15  to  19 

151 

3.4 

187 

4.2 

67 

1.5 

73 

1.6 

20  to  24 

148 

3.4 

239 

5.4 

45 

1.0 

72 

1.6 

25  to  34 

366 

8.3 

401 

9.1 

99 

2.2 

123 

2.8 

35  to  44 

293 

6.6 

345 

7.8 

83 

1.9 

134 

3.0 

45  to  54 

217 

4.9 

247 

5.6 

76 

1.7 

87 

2.0 

55  to  64 

135 

3.1 

146 

3.3 

39 

.9 

47 

1.1 

65  to  74 

76 

1.7 

125 

2.8 

22 

.5 

35 

.8 

75  &  over 

38 

.97 

45 

1.0 

13 

.3 

9 

.2 

SAMPSON  COUNTY 


Under  5 

1, 

,941 

3.9 

1,794 

3.6   1, 

,415 

2 

.8 

1 

,335 

2 

.7 

5  to   9 

1, 

,815 

3.6 

1,827 

3.7   1, 

,180 

2 

.4 

1 

,234 

2 

.5 

10  to  14 

1, 

,802 

3.6 

1,639 

3.3   I, 

,126 

2 

.3 

1. 

,054 

2 

.1 

15  to  19 

1, 

,491 

3.0 

1,471 

3.0 

947 

1 

.9 

1 

,033 

2 

.1 

20  to  24 

1, 

,140 

2.3 

1,056 

2.1 

731 

1 

.5 

763 

1, 

,5 

25  to  34 

2, 

,199 

4.4 

2,195 

4.4   1, 

,197 

2 

.4 

1. 

,301 

0 

.6 

35  to  44 

2 

,143 

4.3 

2,057 

4.1 

986 

2 

.0 

1, 

,071 

9 

.2 

45  to  54 

1, 

,454 

2.9 

1,453 

2.9 

648 

1 

.3 

678 

1, 

.4 

55  to  64 

1, 

,073 

2.2 

1,048 

2.1 

398 

.8 

381 

.8 

65  to  74 

655 

1.3 

743 

1.5 

292 

,6 

306 

.6 

75  &  over 

225 

.4 

247 

NOUTH 

.5 

CAROLINA 

101 

.2 

117 

2 

Under  5 

4.4 

4.2 

5  to   9 

3.7 

3.6 

10  to  14 

3.3 

3.2 

15  to  19 

3.3 

3.1 

20  to  24 

3.3 

3.2 

25  to  34 

6.0 

6.0 

35  to  44 

4.9 

5.0 

45  to  54 

3.5 

3.6 

55  to  64 

' 

2.4 

2.5 

65  to  74 

1.4 

1.6 

75  &  over 

.6 

.7 
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TABLE  10 

1 .   PERCENT 

'  OF  POPULATION  IN  AGE  GROUPS,  CLINTON 

AND 

URBM  NORTH  CAROLINA. 

1940  AND  1950 

All 

Classes 

Age 
Group 

Clinton 

Urb; 

an,  N. 

C.  /2 

Entire  Sta 

ite 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

1940 

1950 

Chance/;!  1940 

1950 

Change 

1940 

1950 

Change 

Under  5 

8.8 

10.5 

+1.7 

8.0 

11.0 

+3.0 

10.5 

12.3 

+  1.8 

5-9 

8.8 

10.0 

+  1.2 

8.3 

8.6 

+0.3 

10.7 

10.6 

-0.1 

10-14 

9.4 

7.9 

-1.5 

9.2 

7.2 

-2.0 

11.2 

9.4 

-1.8 

15-19 

11.2 

7.7 

-3.5 

10.2 

7.8 

-2.4 

11.3 

9.0 

-2.3 

20-24 

9.3 

8.8 

-0.5 

11.0 

9.8 

-1.2 

10.0 

8.8 

-1.2 

25-34 

18.8 

17.4 

-1.4 

19.7 

18.1 

-1.6 

16.1 

15.8 

-0.3 

35-44 

13.7 

14.5 

+0.8 

14.5 

14.9 

+0.4 

11.7 

13.1 

+  1.4 

45-54 

8.8 

10.5 

+  1.7 

9.5 

10.8 

+1.3 

8.5 

9.3 

+0.8 

55-64 

6.0 

6.3 

+0.3 

5.6 

6.4 

+0.8 

5.5 

6.1 

+0.6 

65  &  over 

5.2 

6.4 

+  1.2 

4.1 

5.4 

+1.3 

4.4 

5.6 

+1.2 

l/   Change  between  1940  and  1950. 

2/   For  1950  both  the  old  and  new  definitions  of  urban  are 
used.   No  significant  differences  were  observed;  0.2  percent  lower 
percentages  were  found  in  the  age  groups  14  years  and  under  using 
the  old  def initioa,revealing  a  slightly  higher  percent  of  children 
in  the  urban  fringe  areas. 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 


TABLE 

.LL 

.   COMPOSITION 
SAMPSON 

OF  THE  POPULATION 
COUNTY,  BY  lUCE, 

OF  CLINTON 
1930-1950 

jWD 

Year 

Clinton 

Sampson  County 

White     Nonwhite 

Whi 

te      Nonwhite 

No.     %          No.      io 

No. 

I0           No. 

i 

1930  1,800  66.4  912  33.6  26,018  64.9  14,064  35.1 
1940  2,317  65.1  1,240  34.9  30,449  64.2  16,991  35.! 
1950    2,898   65.7   1,516   34.3   31,468   63.2   18,312   36. i 


Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
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CHiUlT  '2    .   POPULATION  PERCENTAGES  BY  SEX,  WHITE  AND  NON- 
WHITE,  FOR  CLINTON,  1940  AND  1950 


1950 


1940 


10   20    30   40    50   60   70   80   90 
Percent 


Source:   U,  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
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TABLE  12.  NUMBER  jVND  PERCENT  OF  INDIVIDUALS  AGE  TWENTY-FIVE 
AND  OVER  ACCORDING  TO  NUMBER  OF  SCHOOL  YEARS  COMPLETED,  CLINTON, 
1950 

Years  of  School  Completed       Clinton  Urban-N.C, 


Number 

Percent 

Percent 

Persons  twenty-five 

&  over 

2 

,465 

100.0 

100.0 

Elementary 

No  school  yrs .  completed 

60 

2.4 

2.9 

1  to  4  years 

310 

12.6 

12.9 

5  or  6  years 

205 

8.3 

13.1 

7  years 

245 

9.9 

10.0 

8  years 

190 

7.7 

8.8 

High  School 

1  to  3  years 

720 

29.2 

18.8 

4  years 

150 

6.1 

14,0 

College 

1  to  3  years 

300 

12.2 

9.3 

4  years  or  more 

280 

11.4 

8.4 

Not  Reported 

5 

.2 

1.8 

Median  School  years 

completed 

9.9 

--- 

--- 

Source:   U,  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 


-  21  - 


TABLE  15.  HOUSING  CHAR;VCTERISTICS  IN  CLINTON.  1950 


Subj  ect 


1950 


Number 


Percent 


All  dwelling  units 

Urban-farm  dwelling  units 

OCCUPANCY,  TENURE,  AND  RACE 

Occupied  dwelling  units 

Owner  occupied 

Percent  of  all  occupied 

White 

Negro 

Other  races 
Renter  occupied 

White 

Negro 

Other  races 


1,288 
3 


100.0 
0.2 


1,260 

97.8 

537 

41.7 



42.6 

402 

31.2 

135 

10.5 

723 

56.1 

469 

36.4 

254 

19.7 

Vacant  dwelling  units 

DILAPIDATED 

Owner  occupied 
Renter  occupied 


27 


25 
119 


2.1 


1.9 
9.2 


POPULATION  PER  OCCUPIED  UNIT 


3.5 


WATER  SUPPLY 

Hot  and  cold  running  water  inside 
Piped  cold  water  only,  inside 
Piped  running  water  outside,  structure 
No  piped  water 

TOILET  FACILITIES 

Flush  toilet  inside  exclusive  use 
Flush  toilet  inside,  shared 
Other  toilet  facilities,  including  privy 
No  toilet 

BATHING  FACILITIES 

Installed  tub,  or  shower,  exclusive  use 
Installed  tub  or  shower,  shared 
No  bathtub  or  shower 


713 

55.4 

255 

19.8 

85 

6.6 

227 

17.6 

755 

58.6 

137 

10.6 

382 

29.7 

4 

0.3 

700 

54.3 

130 

10.1 

445 

34.5 

Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census, 


RETAIL  TRADE 

Clinton's  Retail  Trade  Area 

The  extent  and  population  of  Clinton's  retail  trade  area  was 
estimated  by  using  "Reilly's  law  of  retail  trade  gravitation."  (See 
appendix  for  details).   In  its  simplest  terms  Reilly's  law  states 
that  people  will  usually  shop  in  the  largest  place  they  can  travel 
to  the  easiest.   Of  course,  a  family  by  family  survey  of  the  en- 
tire area  around  Clinton  would  yeild  more  precise  and  dependable 
results,  but  Reilly's  determinations  have  proved  to  be  sufficient- 
ly accurate  for  estimating  purposes.   Most  estimates  of  retail 
trade  area  produce  objections  one  way  or  another--they  are  either 
too  optimistic  or  too  pessimistic;  however,  one  should  keep  in 
mind  that  what  we  are  talking  about  here  is  an  area  that  is  domin- 
ated by  the  city  of  Clinton.   Let  it  be  understood  that  some  people 
may  occasionally  or  habitually  trade  in  Clinton  even  though  they 
live  far  beyond  the  so-called  boundaries  of  the  trade  area,   but 
that  the  number  of  these  people  thin  out  rapidly  beyond  the  bound- 
aries.  The  map  on  the  following  page  shows  the  area. 

Clinton's  trade  area  statistics  are  presented  below: 


Land  area,  Sampson  County  963  sq.  miles 

Population,  Sampson  County 47,940 

Population,  Clinton,  1960 8,654 

Population,  Sampson  County, 

less  Clinton  39,292 

Average  population  density, 

Sampson  County  49.8  persons/sq.  mile 

Average  population  density,  Sampson 

County,  less  City  of  Clinton,  1960...    40.9 

Retail  trade  area  less  area  of 

Clinton 704  sq.  miles 

Retail  trade  area  including  Clinton..     707  sq.  miles 

Estimated  population  of  retail  trade 

area  outside  of  Clinton 28,793 

Estimated  population  of  retail  trade 

area  including  Clinton 37,447 


Clinton,  then,  is  estimated  to  serve  28,793  people  in  the  sur- 
rounding territory  plus  8,654  people  within  its  own  corporate  limits 
making  a  total  of  37,447.   With  147  retail  establishments  within 
Clinton,  this  means  an  average  of  255  persons  per  establishment. 
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RETAIL  TIL\Dd  AREA,   CLINTON,  N.  C.  I960 


In  1958  Clinton  ranked  51  among  the  88  urban  pi. ices  listed  in 
the  1958  Census  of  Business  in  terms  ol  per  capita  s.iles.   This 
measure  was  obtained  by  dividing  the  popul.ition  of  tlie  city  into 
the  total  annual  sales,  which  produced  ;pl,652  per  cupitn.   The  over 
all  state  average  among  urban  places  \ias    i,pl,658.   This  placed  Clin- 
ton just  one  place  below  the  average. 

In  similar  terms  of  sales  per  establishment  Clinton  ranked 
67a  out  of  88  with  $97,258  per  establishment.   In  this  case,  how- 
ever, the  state  average  for  all  urban  pltices  was  ;J133,015  per  estab- 
lishment, and  the  average  coincides  with  the  city  that  ranked  171^. 
This  places  Clinton  far  below  average  in  this  respect,  v/liich  could 
mean  one  of  two  things:   either  low  income  or  buying  power,  or  too 
many  retail  establishments.   It  could  mean  both,  of  course.   In 
terms  of  per  capita  income  in  1958,  Sacii)son  County  ranJied  66- 
among  the  100  counties  of  the  state.   The  connection  here  is  very 
tenuous,  but  it  does  suggest  that  low  income  for  the  county  as  a 
whole  probably  plays  a  bigger  role  than  does  an  over  abundance  of 
retail  establishments.   A  little  more  light  is  throv/n  upon  this 
question  by  examining  Clinton's  rank  in  terms  of  population  per 
establishment.   Here  again  several  influencing  factors  are  inter- 
related, foi-  .1  small  toi.'n  with  a  large  area  resulting  from  rela- 
tively isolated  geogritphic  position  may  have  a  disproportionate 
number  of  establislunents  for  a  tov.n  of  thcit  size.   llov/ever,  fe  ■ 
towns  in  North  Carolina  are  in  that  position.   Population  and  trade 
area  are  definitely  closely  related,  and  we  may  therefore  assume 
that  a  town  with  a  lov;  rank  in  terms  of  sales  per  establishment  and 
an  equivalent  rank  in  terms  of  establishments  per  populatioii  is  the 
victim  of  a  low  income  situation.   On  the  other  hand,  if  it  ranlcs 
high  in  terms  of  establishments  per  poiJul;  tion  but  lov/  in  sales 
per  establisliment,  the  town  may  very  well  have  too  many  retail  fin- 
gers in  the  pie  or  people   are  trading  elsewhere. 

In  terms  of  population  per  retail  establishment  Clinton  ranked 
52nd  among  the  urban  places  in  North  Carolina  with  an  average  of 
59  persons  per  retail  establishment.   The  averc.ge  number  of  persons 
per  retail  establisliment  for  the  entire  state — among  the  urban 
places — is  79.   In  short,  then,  Clinton's  retail  stores  serve,  on 
the  average,  twenty  people  per  establishment  fev/er  than  the  state 
average.   If  all  things  v/ere  equal,  Clinton's  stores  would  rank 
52nd  in  terms  of  sales  per  establishment  and  per  capita  sales. 
All  things  are  not  equal,  however,  for  the  size  and  population  of 
the  retail  trade  area  plays  a  prominent  role  as  does  income  and  pur- 
chasing power;  size  of  establishments  is  also  a  factor.   V/hat  this 
all  boils  down  to  is  that  Clinton  ranks  belov;  average  in  sales  per 
establishment  and  population  per  establishment  but  about  average 
in  sales  per  capita.   These  three  figures  are  inconclusive  as  far 
as  proof  is  concerned,  but  they  do  strongly  sugi;est  that  Clinton's 
retail  activities  are  geared  for  much  trade  from  outside  of  the 
city,  that  low  income  levels  among  the  trade  area  popul.ition  keep 
sales  per  establishment  down,  and  that  income  levels  within  the  city 
are  probably  just  high  enougli  to  compensate  for  the  trade  area  de- 
ficit, sufficient  to  pull  the  sales  per  capita  about  up  to  average. 
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It  should  be  remembered  that  1958  was  a  mild  recession  year,  and 
the  city's  rank  could  show  sensitivity  to  dips  in  the  economic  cy- 
cles.  These  rankings  definitely  throw  some  light  upon  future  space 
requirenents,  for  it  is  clear  that  unless  income  and  population,  or 
both,  increase  considerably,  Clinton  has  little  need  for  much  re- 
tail expansion.   This  statement  is  made  on  the  assumption  that  the 
trade  area  is  not  likely  to  increase  in  size  significantly  because 
of  the  competing  influence  of  surrounding  urban  places.   Apparently 
what  is  needed  is  a  build  up  in  the  purchasing  power  of  the  popu- 
lace, preferably  with  an  increase  in  population.   This  would  then 
strengthen  the  position  of  the  retail  mercliants  already  located  in 
Clinton  and  ultimately  produce  enough  purchasing  power  to  allow  for 
grov/th  and  expansion.   In  1958,  at  any  rate,  it  is  absolutely  clear 
that  one  of  two  things  was  happening  in  Clinton: 

1,  Retail  merchants  were  experiencing  a  generally  and  re- 
latively low  volume  of  business  per  establishment,  or, 

2.  Some  retail  establislunents  were  doing  very  well  indeed 
while  the  remainder  were  doing  very  poorly. 

Further  competition  for  the  retail  dollar  in  Clinton  is  not  in- 
dicated to  be  likely  or  wise  at  this  time.   An  up-swing  in  agri- 
cultural net  income  plus  continuing  reinforcement  of  wages  will 
change  the  picture  for  the  bettor.   During  the  first  years  Clinton 
has  made  an  excellent  start  in  this  direction  in  terms  of  manu- 
facturing and  crop  diversification. 

It  also  appears  that  retailing  is  improving  in  the  county  out- 
side of  Clinton, 
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Establishments 

The  1958  Census  of  Business  indicated  that  there  were  147  re- 
tail establishments  in  Clinton,  an  increase  of  60  establishments 
since  1929,  but  a  decrease  of  19  from  the  166  reported  in   1954, 
In  percent  terms,  Clinton  showed  an  increase  of  69  percent  in  the 
nxinber  of  retail  establishments  between  1929  and  1958,  while  Samp- 
son County  establishments  increased  by  only  33,4  percent  this  same 
time. 

During  the  period  1954-1958,  when  Clinton  had  a  decrease  of 
11,4  percent  in  the  number  of  retail  establishments,  Sampson  County 
was  enjoying  a  rather  substantial  increase  of  86  establishments,  a 
23.8  percent  gain  over  the  1954  figure. 

If  the  Sampson  County  figures  for  1954  and  1958  are  analyzed 
without  the  Clinton  totals  included,  the  rate  of  increase  becomes 
even  more  substantial.   Substracting  the  Clinton  retail  establish- 
ments, Sampson  County  had  195  stores  in  1954,  as  compared  with  a 
total  of  500  store-j  outside  the  corporate  limits  of  Clinton  only 
four  years  later.   Tliis  meant  an  increase  of  105  now  stores  for  the 
county,  exclusive  of  Clinton,  and  represented  a  net  gt.in  of  5'). 8 
percent  over  tlie  1954  level. 

The  figures  would  seem  to  indicate  that  a  fair  amount  of  the 
retail  trade  which  formerly  took  place  in  Clinton  was  being  trans- 
acted outside  the  town  by  1958,   Furthermore,  it  is  probable  that 
most  of  the  decline  in  retail  establisliments  in  Clinton  occurred 
among  the  small  retailers  who  either  operate  their  establishments 
themselves  or  with  the  assistance  of  their  families  or  who  employ 
only  one  or  two  other  persons  to  help  them  in  the  business.   It 
is  this  group  which  would  be  most  ->?voi-'l/  hurt  "y  ,-  docli.io'ir 
the  voliune  of  their  business  from  either  a  shift  to  other  retail 
outlets  or  as  the  result  of  an  economic  downturn  like  the  one  ex- 
perienced in  1957-1958, 

Except  for  the  recession  after  1954,  Clinton  has  shown  a 
steady  growth  in  the  number  of  retail  establishments  over  the  years. 
On  the  otheihanl.  Sampson  County  has  demonstrated  rather  pronounced 
tendencies  towaru  fluctuation,  gaining  a  total  of  44  new  establish- 
ments between  1939  and  1948  and  showing  a  loss  of  79  units  in  the 
six  years  following  the  1948  survey,  then  experiencing  a  gain  by 
1958. 

The  behavior  pattern  of  the  economic  area,  insofar  as  retail 
trade  establishments  are  concerned,  has  been  more  similar  to  that 
of  the  county  than  to  that  of  Clinton.   Starting  with  1,712  stores 
in  1929,  the  area  gained  794  establishments  in  the  nineteen  years 
thereafter.   From  the  peak  point  of  2,506  stores  in  1948,  the  area 
experienced  the  same  decline  reflected  in  the  county  totals  shown 
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in  Table  14,  and  by  1954  the  total  had  fallen  tol.Oll  stores.  This 
decrease  of  595  establishments  represented  a  23.7  percent  loss. 

Some  of  the  1948-1954  loss  was  regained  in  the  area  in  the 
four  years  after  1954,  and  by  1958  the  total  for  the  six   counties 
of  the  econoniic  area  stood  at  2,180  establishments.   This  was  a 
net  increase  of  468  establishments  over  the  1929  count,  and  re- 
presented a  27.3  gain  in  just  slightly  less  than  three  decades. 

Sales 

Probably  a  more  revealing  indicator  for  retail  trade  than  the 
actual  number  of  establishments  is  the  trend  for  dollar  volume  of 
sales.   By  this  measure  Clinton,  Sampson  County,  and  the  economic 
area  all  have  demonstrated  considerable  growth.   Of  the  three, 
Clinton  increased  its  retail  sales  at  the  most  rapid  pace,  al- 
though all  three  have  shown  nearly  identical  rates  of  increase. 
The  Clinton  figure  in  1958  was  5.35  times  that  of  1929,  while  Samp- 
son County  and  the  economic  area  recorded  increases  of  5.13  times 
and  5.04  times,  respectively,  over  the  1929  total, 

A  substantial  portion  of  the  retail  sales  increase  in  the  town, 
the  county,  and  the  aree  occurred  in  the  years  prior  to  1948.  Since 
that  date  Clinton  has  recorded  a  $5,328,000  increase,  59.4  percent 
in  excess  of  the  1948  town  figure.   For  the  county,  the  growth  dur- 
ing the  same  period  was  $9,356,000  or  58.9  percent.   After  1948  the 
economic  area  showed  a  $64,958,000  gain  for  a  70.6  percent  jump. 
Excluding  the  Clinton  totals,  the  Sampson  County  increase  between 
1948  and  1958  was  $4,028,000  or  58.3  percent. 

A  retail  sales  increase  is  a  good  thing  for  a  toT;n,  a  county, 
and  an  economic  area;  but  in  noting  and  evaluating  the  upward 
trends  in  all  three  cases,  one  should  remember  that  the  figures 
are  quoted  in  current  dollars  for  the  year  in  question.   When  the 
gains  since  1948  arc  adjusted  to  offset  the  effects  of  inflation, 
the  Clinton  increase  becomes $4, 514, 170  or  48.1  percent  and  that 
of  the  county  is  $7,575,708,  or  47.7  percent.   For  the  economic 
area,  the  constant  dollar  rise  in  the  ten  years  becomes  $55,407,287, 
a  57.2  percent  gain  over  the  1948  total.   Neither  Clinton  nor  the 
county  quite  kept  pace  proportionately  with  the  economic  area. 

The  figures  shown  in  Table  14  and  plotted  on  Chart  r,   reveal 
that  more  people  with  more  money  to  spend  are  purchasing  more  re- 
tail goods  from  more  establishments  in  Clinton,  Sampson  County,  and 
the  economic  area,  and  the  retail  sector  is  prospering  as  a  result. 

Employees  and  Payrolls. 

The  growth  trend  in  the  retail  area  is  further  shown  by  both 
the  number  of  persons  employed  in  retail  establishments  and  the 
gross  annual  payroll  paid  to  retail  workers.   In  the  years  be- 
tween 1929  and  1958,  retail  trade  in  Sampson  County   furnished 
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einploynent  for  636  new  persons,  and  the  payroll  figure  rose  from 
$286,000  to  $1,935,000.   Clinton  revealed  a  corresponding  pattern 
of  growth,  eiaploying  645  individuals  in  1958  as  compared  with  196 
in  19'29.   Tho  Clinton  payroll  figure  had  jumped  from  $190,000  to 
iiJl;334,000  by  1938,  an  increase  of  $1,138,000  or  581  percent  in 
excess  of  the  1929  figure. 

Uetail  employment  in  the  economic  area  increased  from  1,806 
persons  in  1929  to  6,097  in  1958,  an  increase  of  about  2.4  times 
the  total  employment  in  1929.   The  total  working  force  in  the 
economic  area  earned  s^l.,945,000  in  1929  as  compared  v.i  th  $10,359, 
000  in  1958.   In  sum,  tliis  was  a  531.6  percent  payroll  increase 
to  be  distributed  among  4,291  new  employees. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  also  the  increase  in  average  wages 
per  employee  paid  by  the  retail  establishment  operators.   In  1929 
th3  Clinton  retail  employee  was  earning  an  average  annual  v.'age  of 
$1,000,  but  by  1958  the  payment  had  more  thi'.n  doubled,  to  an  aver- 
age T/age  per  employet  of  i$2,06S  per  year.   In  1958  the  average 
annual  wage  per  retail  employee  for  Sampson  County  was  $2,083,  jvist 
slightly   higher  than  the  Clinton  figure.   The  annual  average  wage 
per  retail  employee  for  the  economic  area  vvas  considerably  below 
either  the  town  or  county  total,  $1,696  in  1958  as  compared  with 
Si, 077  in  1929.   On  the  state  level  in  1958,  the  average  annual 
earnings  per  retail  employee  v/ere  $2,344,  a  good  bit  higher  than 
the  average  uagc  for  the  tovin,    county,  or  economic  area.   The 
national  avenge    in  1958  was  over  $3,000  per  year. 

The  figures  for  Clinton,  Sampson  County,  and  the  economic 
area  seem  to  indicate  that  increased  retail  sales  and  wages  accom- 
pany each  other  and  inflation  has  affected  both.   Certainly  there 
are  factors  other  than  wages  which  influence  economic  activity, 
but  the  fact  that  the  purchasing  power  possessed  by  the  working 
population  is  of  prime  importance  in  determining  the  economic 
climate  cannot  be  disputed.   It  stands  to  reason  that  when  the  cit- 
izens of  a  locality  have  more  money  to  spend  on  goods  and  services - 
those  who  sell  goods  and  services  will  enjoy  increased  sales. 

However,  a  note  of  caution  is  in  order.   Wages,  like  prices 
have  responded  to  inflation.   If  tho  annual  average  wages  paid  to 
retail  employees  in  Clinton  are  deflated,  the  result  show  that  be- 
tween 1929  and  1958  wages  increased  22.7  percent — "b.'.con  buying" 
wages,  that  is.   Dr.ring  this  same  period  the  consumer  price  index 
rose  08  percent. 

WHOLE.SiaK  TJUDE 

Available  statistical  data  are  inadequate  for  a  comprehensive 
compj-rison  of  the  v^holesale  activity  in  Clinton  prior  to  1934,  but 
there  are  figures  which  reveal  the  growth  pattern  in  Sampson  County 
and  Economic  Area  (>  in  North  Carolina. 


Number  of  Establisliments . 

The  number  of  wholesale  establishments  in  Sampson  County  has 
shown  a  68  percent  increase  since  1929,  from  22  to  37  establish- 
ments.  Table  14  shows  the  growth  in  number  of  wholesale  establish- 
ments and  Chart  'i  reveals  the  trend  line  of  growth  constructed 
from  the  data. 

The  statistics  indicate  that  the  Sampson  County  growth  in  num- 
ber of  wholesale  establishments  has  occurred  more  rapidly  than  has 
been  the  case  for  Economic  Area  6.   The  area  census  shows  an  in- 
crease of  50  establishments  since  1929,  from  161  to  211.   In  per- 
centage terms,  this  is  an  increase  of  31  percent.   Tableli  reveals 
that  the  growth  in  Sampson  County  has  been  rather  erratic,  and  a 
similar  condition  exists  insofar    the  economic  area  is  concerned. 

Sales 

An  analysis  of  the  data  on  dollar  volume  of  wliolesale  sales 
since  1929  in  dampson  County  reveals  that  sales  in  the  county  peaked 
in  1954,  at  a  level  of  $13, 720, 000 ; and  during  the  four  years  which 
follov.'ed,  a  decline  of  iJ2,637,000  Mas    registered,  reducing  the  1958 
level  to  $11,083,000.   A  similar  pattern  occurred  in  the  economic 
area,  which  showed  a  decrease  of  §4,109,000  during  the  same  period, 
from  1105,238,000  to  $99,129,000. 

Taking  the  decrease  of  dollar  volume  of  wholesale  trade  and 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  wholesale  establishments  in  conibinti- 
tion,  the  inevitable  conclusion  is  that  the  wholesale  pie  is  being 
divided  among  more  people,  with  the  result  that  the  individual 
slices   are  proportionally  smaller  than  was  previously  the  case. 

Employees 

From  1929  to  1958  the  number  of  persons  employed  in  v/holesal- 
ing  increased  from  2£  to  168  in  Sampson  County,  while  xhe  jump  in 
the  economic  area  was  from  464  to  1,328  employees  during  the  same 
period.   Translated  into  percentage  terms,  this  is  a  growth  rate 
of  462  percent  for  the  county  and  186  percent  for  the  economic 
area. 

Between  the  1948  and  1954  counts,  there  was  a  downturn  in  both 
the  county  and  the  economic  area  in  the  number  of  wholesale  employ- 
ees.  The  number  in  Sampson  County  declined  from  202  in  1948  to 
110  by  1954.   The  drop  in  the  economic  area  was  less  severe,  from 
1,282  to  1,225  during  the  six  years;  and  by  1958,  the  emplojTnent 
figure  had  regained  the  lost  ground  and  had  exceeded  its  previous 
peak  in  1948. 

Payroll 

As  would  be  expected,  the  payroll  figures  for  the  period  show 
a  steady  upward  trend.   Froia  $09,000  in  1929,  Sampson  County  whole- 


sale  employees  payroll  expenditure  grew  to  1442,000  by  1958,  over 
eleven  Tic;c-  ^'•'•;1929  fi.jv.rc.  T;;e  economic  area  record  shows  a  growth 
during  the  same  time  intervdi  from  $469, 150  to  -$3,814,000,  greater 
than  a  700  percent  increase. 

The  average  annual  wages  received  by  the  wholesale  employees 
in  Sampson  County  and  the  economic  area  were  almost  identical,  as 
of  1958,   The  average  wage  payment  per  year  per  employee  in    the 
county  was  ;^2,631,  wliile  that  for  the  economic  area  was  $2,872.  In 
Clinton  alone,  the  average  annual  wage  per  employee  for  1958  was 
$2,647,  slightly  less  than  that  of  either  the  county  or  economic 
area.   The  Clinton  wholesale  sector  employeed  105  persons  and  paid 
$278,000  for  their  services. 

Concentration  of  merchant  wholesaling  operations  in  cities 
larger  than  Clinton — a  wholesaling  trend  avparoi't  throughout  the 
state--has  affected  the  economy  of  Clinton  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent.  This  trend  may  account  in  part  for  the  decrease  in  the  dollar 
volume  of  wholesale  sales  for  both  the  city  and  the  county  since 
1954.   Furthermore,  reductions  in  tobacco  allotment  acreage  have 
probably  been  a  contributory  factor  in  decreased  wholesale  sales, 
since  the  area  is  primarily  agricultural  in  its  economic  orienta- 
tion and  tobacco  is  the  chief  agricultural  product. 

SELECTED  SERVICE  TRADE 

Included  in  a  Census  of  Business  conducted  by  the  Bureau  of 
the  Census  is  a  survey  of  certain  business  services.   These  se- 
lected services  include  establishments  and  agencies  engaged  in  ren- 
dering a  wide  variety  of  person.'-l  and  professional  services  to  both 
individuals  and  business  groups.   The  following  list  indicates  some 
of  the  groups  v/hich  compose  the  selected  service  totals:  hotels, 
rooming  houses,  camps,  and  other  lodging  places;  personal  service?; 
miscellaneous  business  services;  automobile  repair,  auto  services 
and  garages;  miscellaneous  repair  services;  motion  pictures;  and 
other  amusement  and  recreational  services. 

Among  the  classifications  omitted  from  the  survey  are  medical 
and  other  health  services;  legal  services;  educational  services; 
private  households;  and  miscellaneous  services. 

The  census  of  selected  services  began  in  1939;  and  although 
minor  changes  in  collecting  and  presenting  the  data  from  census  to 
census  prevent  absolute  comparability,  the  data  since  1959  are 
still  sufficiently  similar  to  reveal  trends. 

Establishments 

In  the  selected  services,  a  gain  of  26  percent  was  registered 
in  the  number  of  establishments  in  Clinton  between  1939  and  1958. 
In  1939  the  figure  was  50  establishments,  as  comnared  with  a  total 
of  63,  nineteen  years  later.   Table  li  sUo/s  th.it  the  gro-.-th  lu;s 
not  been  steady  but  fluctuating.   The  lowest  tigure,   as  may  be 
seen,  came  in  1948,  'vith  42  service  establislunonts  in  Clinton, 
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It  is  interesting;  to  note  that  both  the  county  and  the  econo- 
mic area  showed  reductions  in  the  number  of  service  establishments 
in  1948  in  comparison  with  the  1959  count.  In  Sampson  County,  the 
drop  was  from  141  to  85,  v.'hile  the  economic  area  incurred  a  reduc- 
tion of  46  units,  from  515  to  469  establishments. 

By  1954  both  Clinton  and  the  economic  area  had  regained  all 
the  ground  lost  in  the  1948  sliunp,  and  the  economic  area  shov/ed  a 
big  gain  in  the  four  years  after  1954,  increasing  the  number  of  ser- 
vice units  frovn  035  to  746,  a  net  growth  of  111  places  of  business 
or  17.5  percent.   Sampson  County  also  shov/ed  an  increase  in  estab- 
lishments between  1954  and  1958,  from  101  to  135,  (34  percent)  but 
even  the  1958  figure  of  135  was  6  units  below  the  peak  point  re- 
corded in  1959. 

Receipts  for  Ser'dces 

As  has  been  the  case  throughout  North  Carolina  and  the  United 
States  during  the  past  several  decades,  receipts  from  services  per- 
formed have  greatly  increased  in  Clinton,  Sampson  County,  and  the 
economic  area.   Clinton's  figure  in  1939  stood  at  $193,000,  but  by 
1958  it  hud  expanded  to  $1,523,000,  an  increase  of  $1,130,000  or 
58G  percent.   The  economic  area  showed  the  largest  increase  of  the 
three  entities  observed,  picking  up  $8,898,000  from  the  1939  fig- 
ure of  51,371,000,  this  representing  a  649  percent  gain  in  the 
period  of  nineteen  years. 

Receipts  in  Sampson  County  itself  jumped  from  -iSSOEjOOO  in  1939 
to  -31,917,000  at  the  latest  count,  a  533  percent  growth. 

Although  the  increase  in  expenditures  for  services  has  been 
constant,  the  upward  movement  has  been  characterized  by  spurts.  Ob- 
servation of  Tablel4  reveals  that  the  period  between  1948  and  1954 
was  one  of  intensive  growth  in  service  receipcs  for  Clinton,  Ssunp- 
son  County,  and  the  economic  area.   In  all  three  cases  the  1954 
figure  was  more  than  double  the  amount  of  receipts  reported  m 1948. 

In  both  Clinton  and  Sampson  Count}',  however,  this  1948-1954 
bulge  was  pretty  much  the  whole  story  of  receipts  growth.   After 
1954,  Clinton  experienced  a  5^5,000  decline,  while  Sampson  County  en- 
joyed only  a  very  small  increase  from  151,892,000  to  §1,917,000. 
During  this  same  time  interval,  service  receipts  in  the  entire  eco- 
nomic  area  jumped  from  $9,361,000  to  $10,269,000,  an  increase  of 
9.7  percent. 

Several  factors  throv/  some  light  upon  the  big  jump  in  service 
receipts  between  1948  and  1954.   One  may  recall  that  this  was  a 
period  of  general  economic  prosperity  in  our  country,  and  the  pros- 
perity brought  with  it  improved  standards  of  living  which   called 
for  more  and  better  services.   Also,  there  had  not  yet  been  an 
opportunity  in  1948  for  much  of  the  purchasing  power  built  up  (lur- 
ing World  War  II  to  be  translated  into  goods  and  services;  this 
translation,  in  significant  part,  took  place  in  the  years  betv/een 


the  1948  and  1954  surveys.   It  is  well  to  remeniber,  furthermore, 
that  there  was    a  big  increase  in  federal  expenditures  after  1951, 
with  the  United  States  involvement  in  the  Korean  crisis,  and  that 
this  provided  money  for  people  eager  to  enjoy  the  comforts  of  life 
afforded  by  services. 

Yet  another  item  to  he  considered  in  the  effects  of  economic 
prosperity  is  the  mass  purchasing  of  autos  made  possible  in  1949 
and  afterward  by  the  availability  of  a  supply  at  least  approach- 
ing cidejuacy  for  the  first  time  since  the  war.   Vtith  an  ever  in- 
creasing number  of  vehicles  on  the  highways,  the  auto  repair  and 
gar.ige  businesses  each  year  reported  higher  gross  incomes.   Ser- 
vices in  the  ajjpliance  repair  field  also  boomed,  aided  by  time  pay- 
ment arrangements,  as  people  found  themselves  able  to  afford  tele- 
vision, automatic  washers,  and  similar  tirae-saving  appliances  and 
general  comforts  of  life. 

Number  of  limployees 

As  the  demand  for  servicas  has  increased  over  the  >ears,  so 
has  the  number  of  employees  hired  to  provide  these  services  for  the 
public.   As  wo\ild  be  expected,  the  period  of  the  greatest  increase 
in  service  receipts  v.as  .ilao  the  time  of  the  largest  number  of  ne\f 
service  employees  added. 

Trends  in  the  economic  area  differ  somewhat  from  that  of  both 
Clinton  and  Sampson  County.   The  area  showed  an  increase  of  92  ser- 
vice employees  in  the  period  betiveen  1929  and  1939,  which  amounted 
to  a  gain  of  iO,5  percent.   At  the  time,  the  town  of  Clinton  was 
recording  a  5.7  percent  increase,  from  88  to  03  employees,  and  Samp- 
son County  tvas  incurring  a  big  drop,  81  employees,  from  tlie  1939 
level.   Both  Clinton  and  Sampson  County  showed  similar  gains  after 
the  1948  survey,  with  Clinton  experiencing  a  rise  in  service  em- 
ployees of  78.5  percent  v/hile  that  of  the  county  was  just  slightly 
higher  at  79.8  percent.   The  area's  increase  of  325  new  employees 
was  a  gain  ox  33.5  percent  over  the  1948  figure. 

After  1954,  Loth  tht  town  and  the  county  increased,  but  at  a 
rate  considerably  less  than  that  of  the  previous  six  years.   The 
service  personnel  in  Clinton  increased  from  166  to  182  employees, 
a  9.6  percent  gain.   For  Sampson  County,  the  gain  we^s  from  223  to 
238  employees,  or  0.7  percent.   Vv'it.hin  the  economic  area,  tiifi  em- 
ployment figures  revealed  a  slight  decline,  from  1,295  to  1,287 
employees,  which  v;as  a  0,6  percent  drop  from  the  1954  level.   This, 
we  believe,  reveals  the  dominant  influence  of  an  urban  place  in  an 
agricultural  economic  area. 

Payroll 

With  improving  economic  conditions  and  an  incrcii^e  in  the  num- 
ber of  employees,  one  would  logically  expect  the  annual  payroll  i-j 
rise,  and  this  has  been  the  case  in  Clinton,  the  county,  and  the 
area  since  1939.   Payroll  expenditures  have  increased  steadily,  until 
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the  19;j8  count  for  the  ecoiioniic  area  stood  at  $2, 387, 000. 

A  revealing  comparison  of  the  reliitive  standing  of  the  town, 
the  county,  and  the  area  can  be  obtained  by  calculating  the  annual 
average  wage  per  employee  in  the  service  trade  in  the  three  sectors. 
The  average  wage  per  service  employee  in  Clinton  and  in  the  econo- 
mic area  in  1958  were  almost  identical,  $1,855/  year  for  the  area 
and  51,857/  year  for  the  tovm  of  Clinton.   The  Sampson  County  ser- 
vice worker  fared  slightly  better,  receiving  an  average  annual 
wage  of  -51,910. 

A  comparison  of  the  average  annual  wage  payment  per  employee 
in  service  trade  with  that  in  the  retail  area  shov/s  a  fairly  sub- 
stantial differential  in  favor  of  the  retail  employee.   Recalling 
figures  included  previously  in  this  report,  the  average  earnings 
per  year  per  eirployee  in  1958  in  the  retail  tri  de  for  both  the 
town  and  tiie  county  were  in  excess  of  S2,00C. 

This  difference  in  civerage  annual  wages  in  favor  of  the  re- 
tail employee  is  not  peculiar  to  the  Clinton  area.   The  1958  survey 
showed  that  the  average  for  the  entire  state  of  North  Carolina  among 
retail  personnel  was  $2,344  per  year  per  employee. 

The  average  per  employee  in  the  service  sector  for  the  state 
In  1958  was  $2,149,  when  50,276  service  employees  received  $108,057, 
000  in  wages.   This  was  nearly  §300  more  than  the  Clinton  and  eco- 
nomic area  ainuial  averages. 

From  these  figures  it  may  be  seen  that  v.hile  the  wage  pajTuents 
to  service  personnel  in  the  Clinton  area  have  been  steadily  increas- 
ing in  the  years  since  1930,  this  trend  has  likewise  been  ,;cct:rrii.2 
throughout  the  state.   Furthermore,  the  growth  in  the   state   has 
taken  place  at  a  rate  more  rapid  than  that  of  either  Clinton,  Samp- 
son County,  or  the  economic  area. 


MANUF/.CTURKS 


Establishments 


Table  14  shows  the  growth  in  the  number  of  industrial  estab- 
lishments in  Sampson  County  since  1929.   Data  on  the  Clinton  manu- 
facturing enterprises  are  not  available  to  fllow  a  comparison  of 
the  town  with  the  county  and  economic  area. 

The  trend  line  in  Chart  1  shows  that  an  expansion  has  occurred. 
From  45  establishments  in  1929,  the  county  total  had  expanded  to  86 
units  by  1958,  an  increase  of  41  additional  manufacturing  establish- 
ments, or  91.1  percent  over  the  initial  figure  in  1929. 

The  growtl:  in  number  of  establishments  in  tiie  economic  .ireii 
was  similar  but  not  so  substanital,  in  percentage  terms.   T!,e  area's 
increase  was  from  230  to  368  establishments,  a  60.0  percent  improve- 
ment. 
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The  effects  of  a  severe  economic  depression  can  be  seen  in  the 
reduction  in  the  number  of  manufacturing  establishments  between  the 
1929  and  1939  business  surveys.   This  reduction  is  found  in  both  the 
county  and  the  economic  area.   The  county  total  decreased  from   15 
to  39  iri  the  period  of  ten  years,  while  the  area  lost  GO  establish- 
ments, from  250  to  170  units  in  1939. 

By  1948  both  the  county  and  the  area  had  regained  their  losses  , 
and  both  showed  sliglit  increases.  It  was  after  1948,  however,  that 
the  biggest  gains  were  registered  for  both  the  county  axid  the  area. 
The  six  counties  of  the  economic  area  boomed  to  a  44.0  percent  in- 
crease, boosting  the  1948  total  248  establishments  to  557  six  years 
later.  During  the  same  period,  Sampson  County  jumped  from  52  to  71 
establishments,  which  represented  a  36.5  percent  increase. 

The  Sampson  County  growth  trend  slackened  only  slightly  after 
1954,  as  the  county  registered  an  increase  of  15  ostablishraents  for 
a  21.1  percent  change.   The  area  tapered  off  significantly  aiter 
the  boom  between  1948  and  1954,  and  had  experienced  only  a  5  per- 
cent growth  over  the  1954  figure  four  years  later. 

Value  Added  by  Manufactures 

Value  added  by  manufactures  is  t)ie  indicator  of  manufacturing 
progress  o±    r    to  :'.,   co-junty,   or  ;.io...    .   Value  added  is  the 
gross  value  of  the  shipments  of  a  manufacturing  enterprise  leas  the 
cost  of  labor,  materials,  and  certain  other  business  expenses. 
Table  14  shows  the  actual  figxires  for  the  period  in  question,  and 
these  figures  have  been  plotted  as  a  trend  line  on  Chart  Z, 

In  1929,  the  economic  area  had  a  value  added  total  of  $7,241, 
461.   The  depression  hit  hard  at  the  manufacturing  sector  of  the 
economy,  and  its  effects  are  reflected  in  a  decreased  value  added 
total  for  the  area  for  1939  of  S?5,028,920  (excluding  Uarnett  County) . 
The  area  slump  was  part  of  a  national  trend  in  value  added  totals, 
for  the  recovery  from  the  economic  crises  of  the  early  1930 's  was 
not  yet  complete. 

VVitiiin  Sampson  County,  however,  the  total  increased  rather  than 
conforming  with  the  national  and  area  trends,  rising  by  1959  to 
$641,000,  a  gain  of  $235,000  over  the  1929  figure. 

The  wartime  demands  and  necessities  brought  our  industrial 
output  to  a  peak  far  above  former  levels.   Value  added  by  manufact- 
uring operations  in  Sampson  County  between  1939  and  1948  rose  froai 
$641,000  to  -j2, 355, 000,  a  gross  increase  of  $1,714,000  or  267.4 
percent.   Throughout  the  economic  area  value  added  grew  315  per- 
cent, from  $5,028,920  in  1939  to  $20,810,000  (Harnett  County  ex- 
cluded from  both  figures).  Certainly  tlie  occurence  of  World  War  II 
played  a  significant  part  in  this  tremendous  increase  in  =0  short 
a  time. 


Manufacturing  grov/th  initiated  in  the  1939-1948  era  continued 
into  the  years  after  the  1948  survey.   Both  the  area  and  Sampson 
County  had  nearly  doubled  their  value  added  totals  by  1954.   The 
County  had  increased  from  $2,355,000  to  $4,050,000  during  the  per- 
iod, while  the  area  was  recording  a  gain  from  $20,810,000  to  $41, 
580,000  (llarnett  County  excluded  from  both  figures). 

After  1954,  the  grov*t}i  continued  at  a  more  modest  pace.   The 
increase  registered  in  the  county  was  48,3  percent  over  the  1954 
figure,  while  that  for  the  area  was  3C.8  percent.   Since  the  fig- 
ures determined  by  the  business  surveys  are  quoted  in  current 
dollars,  some  of  the  gains  recorded  have  resulted  from  the  infla- 
tion since  1947.   Unquestionably,  hov/ever,  the  increase  in  the  value- 
added  totals  for  the  county  and  the  economic  area  reflect  an  im- 
proved economic  climate  and  indicate  a  considerable  improvement  in 
real  terms. 

Emplo.^Tnent 

.-mother  indicator  of  the  condition  of  an  economy  is  the  n\imber 
of  individuals  employed  to  provide  the  necessary  goods,  services, 
and  products.   From  the  trend  line  drawn  on  Chart  2  ,  it  may  be 
seen  that  there  has  been  progress  in  the  economies  of  Sampson  County 
and  the  economic  area. 

The  same  prosperity  and  progress  reflected  in  the  increased 
total  for  value  added  have  mei.nt  new  jobs  for  more  people  in  this 
area.   From  1929  to  1958,  the  manufacturing  enterprises  in  Sampson 
County  alone  added  1,385  new  employees,  almost  four  times  the  total 
in  1929.   In  percentage  terms,  this  represented  a  392.4   percent 
gain,  a  very  significant  gain  for  the  length  of  time  considered. 

Tlie  economic  area  showed  a  similar  trend  of  providing  new  joS.s 
for  workers  in  the  manufacturing  sector.   From  a  19"9  level  of 
5,038,  the  addition  of  7,962  new  employees  boosted  the  1958  employee 
count   to  13,000  workers,  a  158.0  percent  inprovement  in  tJie  course 
of  tucnty-nine  years. 

The  biggest  increase  in  the  ntunber  of  persons  employed  occurred 
between  1939  and  1954.   During  this  period,   a  spurt  in  employment 
was  recorded  by  both  the  county  and  the  area.   The  county  total 
changed  from  598  to  1,490  during  the  fifteen  years,  a  gross  addition 
of  892  new  personnel.   inuring  the  same  time,  the  area  was  adding 
6,184  individuals  to  its  manufacturing  labor  force. 

Just  as  was  t!ie  case  in  the  value  added  analysis,  the  growth 
curve  continued  to  move  upward  after  1954  for  both  the  county  nnd 
the  area,  but  its  climb  took  place  at  a  slower  rate  than  was  form- 
erly the  case.   After  the  big  bulge  prior  to  1954,  the  co\inty  ad  led 
248  new  workers  while  the  area  total  increased  by  1,077  persons. 
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Comparative  Employee  Growth 

In  u  comparison  of  the  rates  of  increase  in  the  number  of  em- 
ployees in  +lie  period  between  1929  and  1958,  manufacturing  fared 
very  well.   Its  592.4  percent  increase  in  Sampson  County  was  ex- 
ceeded only  by  a  wholesale  employee  gain  of  462.1  percent.   The 
county  retail  sector  showed  an  addition  of  217.1  percent  m  the 
years  in  question. 

In  the  economic  area  retail  trade  enjoyed  the  greatest  rate 
of  increase,  a  337,6  percout  jump.   The  v/holcsale  sector  improved 
at  a  186,2  percent  rate,  while  manufacturing's  inciease  in  new 
employees   was  158,0  percent.   The  area  service  business  showed 
only  a  46.6  percent  gain  in  the  nearly  three  decades. 

Wage  Payments 

Tablel i  indicates  that  the  wages  paid  to  manufacturing  cmployeas 
in  Sampson  County  rose  from  $199,000  to  $4, 04.', 000  in  the  years  be- 
tween 1929  and  1958,  an   increase  of  20  times  tho  1929  figure.  Dur- 
ing this  same  time  interval,  the  economic  area  increased  its  annual 
wage  payments  from  $3,272,213  to  more  than  ten  times  that  amoun-o, 
$33,897,000. 

The  largest  percentage  increase  for  both  the  county  and  the 
area  was  registered  betv/een  the  1939  and  1948  Censuses  of  Business. 
This  coincided  with  the  manpower  shortage  caused  by  the  World  Wur  II 
conflict  and  the  great  amounts  of  overtime  work  put  in  to  meet  t'oe 
demands  for  industrial  products.   Sampson  County  payroll  figures 
moved  from  the  1939  level  of  8273,000  to  51,034,000  nine  years  l«!.?r. 
A  similar  booming  increase  was  taking  place  in  the  economic  a^ea. 
This  jump  would  no  doubt  have  been  more  spectaealar  had  the  Samp- 
son County  area  been  more  heavily  industrialized  than  it  was. 

More  than  675  new  employees  plus  increased  producti  (ri  ty  yieldtd 
a  payroll  level  of  $2,625,000  for  Sampson  Count/  by  1954,  exoeed- 
ing  the  1948  figure  by  $1,491,000.   By  1954,  the  economic  area's 
payroll  stood  at  $26,145,000,  after  having  risen  some  $10,606,000 
from  the  1948  total  of  $15,539,000. 

The  rate  of  growth  in  •smployse  payrolls  was  an  increase  of 
54.1  percent  for  the  county  between  1954  and  1958;  this  compares 
with  the  144.1  percent  gain  registered  during  the  interval  be- 
tween the  1948  and  1954  counts.   Starting   with  a  larger  base  and 
not  enjoying  a  growth  proportional  to  tliat  of  Samjisoa  County,  '-he- 
area  shov/ed  a  08.2  percent  increase  from  1948  to  1954,  and  a  29.6 
gain  in  the  next  four  years. 

In  conclusion,  it  may   be  said  that  the  county  grew  at  a  rate 
much  faster  than  the  economic  area.   In  the  period  between  1929 
and  1958,  the  county  recorded  a  1953.7  percent  increase  over  the 
1929  figure  for  industrial  employee  payrolls.   In  the  .c  aitirii. 
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the  economic  area  was  experiencing  a  297.3  percent  increase.   In 
fairness  to  the  area  and  as  a  perspective  for  evaluating  the  vari- 
ous rates  of  increase,  it  seems  proper  to  point  out  the  great  differ 
enco  iirthe  initial  figure .This  dissimilarity  created  a  situation 
such  that  a  modest  actual  increase  for  Sampson  County  resulted  in 
a  very  large  increase  in  percentage  terms. 

It  is  safe  to  conclude  for  both  the  area  and  for  Sampson  County 
that  more  manufacturing  employees  are  receiving  higher  wages  today 
than  at  any  previous  time. 

INCOME 


The  data  presented  in  Table  17  were  taken  from  separate  studies 
made  by  the  School  of  Business  Administration  of  the  University  of 
North  Carolina  and  the  North  Carolina  Department  of  Tax  Research 
to  determine  total  personal  income  in  North  Carolina's  counties. 
These  studies  provide  the  best  estimates  of  income  for  Sampson  County 
and  the  other  counties  of  Economic  Area  6  currently  available,  and 
the  information  produced  yields  a   standard  for  evaluating  the  income 
positions  of  the  counties  in  question,  both  individually  and  in  com- 
parison with  other  counties  and  larger  geographic  divisions. 

The  figures  are  quoted  in  constant  dollars,  a  measure  used  to 
reduce  the  effects  of  inflation  and  deflation  upon  monetary  totals. 
In  constant  dollar  calculations,  the  period  1947-1949  is  assigned 
the  value  of  100.0  for  the  Consumer  Price  Index  of  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics,  and  all  current  dollar  totals  are  divided  by  the 
index  value,  yielding  an  income  total  which  more  nearly  approxi- 
mates real  income. 

The  index  adjustments,  by  the  niiture  of  the  structure  of  the 
index  itself  and  the  time  period  selected  as  the  base  point,  cannot 
be  assumed  to  completely  offset  the  inflationary  tendencies  \/e 
have  experienced  during  the  past  fifteen  years,  but  these  adjust- 
ments do  provide  a  more  realistic  approximation  of  real  purchasing 
power  than  v/o«ld  be  the  case  if  monetary  totals  were  left  untouched. 
With  the  adjustments,  there  is  a  better  basis  of  comparison  for 
figures  taken  from  different  years,  such  that  observations  regard- 
ing trend  movements  can  logically  be  made. 

If  the  constant  dollar  income  of  a  locality  increases,  all 
other  things  remaining  unchanged,  it  can  be  assumed  that  the  stand- 
ard of  living  has  improved. 

The  fact  that  the  per  capita  income  for  one  county  is  liigher 
than  that  for  another  certainly  does  not  mean  that  every  person  in 
the  former  county  enjoys  a  higher  standard  of  living  than  any  per- 
son in  the  latter  county.   As  a  general  rule,  however,  it  would 
imply  that  more  people  could  enjoy  more  conforts  of  life  in  the 
former  county  than  in  the  latter  one. 


The  figures  indicate  clearly  that  the  total  personal  income  of 
Sampson  County  citizens  has  grown  in  the  years  between  1939  and  1958. 
The  135.0  percent  increase  is  second  only  to  Lee  County  in  improve- 
ment in  the  economic  area,  but  it  should  be  noted  that  the  county's 
growth  has  not  kept  pace  with  the  growth  pattern  of  the  state  as  a 
whole.   North  Carolina's  growth  in  total  constant  dollar  personal 
income  was  172.6  percent,  slightly  more  than  37  percent  greater  than 
the  Sampson  County  increase. 

In  income  totals,  Sampson's  1958  total  of  $38,531,000  is  ex- 
ceeded in  the  economic  area  only  by  that  of  Johnston  County.  Samp- 
son County  has  the  largest  area  of  any  county  in  the  economic  area, 
much  of  which  is  fertile  farm  land,  and,  in  addition,  its  1958 
population  estimate  \vas  second  only  to  that  of  Johnston  County. 

The  table  below  indicates  the  per  capita  personal  incom?  in 
constant  dollars  for  North  Carolina  and  the  several  counties  of 
Economic  Area  6: 


L939     1947     1950 19.':4      1958 


N.  Carolina 

$532 

$956 

S933 

$1, 

,0o- 

Franklin 

337 

729 

633 

547 

Harnett 

449 

787 

832 

733 

Johnston 

409 

777 

773 

720 

Lee 

453 

880 

1,020 

1, 

,011 

Sampson 

348 

666 

024 

62  5 

Warren 

298 

649 

62  5 

548 

$1,150 


596 


1,083 


Aside  from  presenting  a  picture  of  the  relative  standivig  of 
the  total  income  positions  of  the  counties  concerned,  the  aboTis 
chart  reflects  the  pitfalls  of  a  county  economy  concentrated  ooo 
heavily  upon  a  single  base.   In  1958,  the  two  counties  in  tbi? 
economic  area  with  the  lowest  per  capita  totals  were  Franklin  and 
Warren,  two  counties  in  which  agriculture  is  nearly  the  sole  acirce 
of  income  for  the  citizenry. 

The  counties  at  t)ie  top  of  the  income  chart,  in  per  capita 
terms,  were  counties  in  which  o  consoioxis  effort  has  been  made  tc 
diversify   the  economy  bj'  securing  the  location  of  industrial 
plants,  providing  jobs  for  local  people  and/or  purchasing  prodiisf. 
from  the  local  area. 

Certainly  tho  diversification  attempts  in  Clinton  and  Sampson 
County  hav3  had  their  influence  upon  the  per  caplto  income  tottls. 
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and  they  account,  in  considerable  measure,  Tor  the  increase  v/hich 
has  occurred  in  recent  years.   The  rich  farming  lands  of  Sampson 
County  have  long  prod<:ced  good  tobacco  and  cotton  crops,  and  the 
importance  of  those  two  comraof'ities  to  the  county  economy  should 
not  be  minimized. 

In  recent  years,  however,  the  production  of  fresh  vegetables, 
especially  green  peppers,  has  gone  up,  as  have  the  totals  for  egg 
production  and  swine.   The  last  two  items  have  probably  had  the 
greatest  increase,  although  broiler  production,  diiry  products,  and 
blueberries,  dewberries,  and  strawberries  have  all  made  tlieir  con- 
tribution to  the  county  total. 

It  is  encouraging  to  note  the  advance  of  the  Sampson  County 
per  capita  inconie  figure,  from  ii;34S  in  1039  to  ^^794  by  1958.   In 
spite  of  th-is  increase,  it  is  important  that  the  residents  of  Samp- 
son County  continue  their  efforts  to  diversify  thoir  agricultural 
base   and  to  attract  business  and  industry  to  locate  lu  the  area. 
Ouly  with  continued  effort  and  interest  can  the  county  neir!.tain  and 
increase  its  growth  in  totr.l  per  capita  personal  income. 

Per  capita  income  figures  in  constant  dollrrs  tell  us  much 
more  than  total  constant  dollar  personal  income  figures,  just  as 
constant  dollar  total  personal  income  figures  are  more  enlighten- 
ing than  unadjusted  income  figures.   However,  even  with  per  capita 
income  considerations  measured  in  constant  dollars,  it  is  well  to 
observe  the  distribution  of  income  in  the  county.   In  other  words, 
a  look  at  the  proportion  of  families  ■'..ithin  certdn  income  ran,L;es 
is  generally  revealing. 

The  latest  available-  income   statistics  showing  percentages 
by  family  units  were  published  in  the  1950  Census,  and  reflect  1949 
income  conditions.   The  percentage  divisions  are  for  tptal  far-iliot 
and  unrelated  individuals  in  Clinton,  Sampson  County,  urban  North 
Carolina  and  North  Carolina.   The  following  table  revsnls  the  in- 
come distribution  pattern  in  the  four  areas. 

It  is  readily  apparent  from  the  following  tabl?  that  &  aiajor- 
ity  of  the  families  and  unrelated  individuals  in  all  the  areas  had 
a  total  personal  income  of  less  than  §4,00C  per  year  in  1950.  The 
concentration  in  the  lower  income  ranges  was  especiall"  preveli-nt 
in  Sampson  County,  ^vhore  oiily  18,5.  ,'i  of  the  families  and  unrelated 
individuals  had  an  annual  income  above  -32,500.   The  situatiou  in 
Clinton  and  in  North  Carolina  \yas  somewhat  improved,  with  10.5  per- 
cent of  the  Clinton  sample  and  39  percent  of  the  North  Carolina 
sample  earnir.g  more  than  $'J,r'00  per  year. 

The  income  distribution  pattern  for  Clinton  roilocts  some  in- 
teresting situations.   In  the  very  low  and  very  high  ir.cojue  ranges, 
Clinton  had  some  characteristics  that  differed  from  those  of  the 
state.   In  the  bracket  of  31,500  or  less  per  year,  Clinton  included 
34.5  percent  of  its  sample,  as  compared  to  39. G  percent  at  thest^te 
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level.   It  was  in  this  range  that  Gl.l  percent  of  the  Sampson  County 
sample  fell.   The  figure  was  lowest  in  the  urban  North  Carolina 
count,  with  30.6  percent. 


Sampson    U-'")an 
Clinton   County IJ .  C . N.  Ca r olina 


Total  families  and  un- 
related individuals       1,450    12,110    460,555    l,i:'".,565 


Income  Ranges 
Less  than  51,500 

$l,500-i?2,500 
2,500-  4,000 
4,000-  6,000 
6,000-10,000 

10,000  &  over 

Unrejiorted 


P:.'vc 

c ;  -  c 

34.5 

61.1 

50.6 

39.6 

25.2 

20.4 

20.8 

21.4 

23.1 

10.4 

21.5 

13.7 

9.3 

3.6 

14.0 

10.1 

5.2 

1.4 

5.7 

3.7 

0.7 

0.5 

2.4 

1.4 

2.0 

2.7 

5.1 

5.0 

In  both  the  ;U,500  -  2,500  and  S2,500  -  4,000  ranges,  Clin+o."'; 
percentage  figure  was  proportionally  higher  than  that  oX  the  state. 
Another  difference  may  be  seen  in  the  $6,000  -  10,000  range,  where 
Clinton  had  a  5.2  percent  figure  and  the  state  as  a  whole  had  a  3.7 
percent  count.   Sampson  County  had  only  1,4  percent  of  its  popula- 
tion in  this  particular  income  range. 

What  this  boils  down  to  is  that  Clinton's  income  was  concent- 
rated proportionally  more  heavily  in  the  middle  ranges  (5l,!rO0  - 
G,000)  than  ivas  the  case  for  either  the  state  or  the  county. 

A  comparison  of  Clinton  \iith   urban  North  Carolina  rather  than 
the  entire  state  is  more  proper  and  more  revealing  comparison,  how- 
ever, because  the  state  data  reflect  a  concentration  of  rural  popu- 
lation.  In  1950,  about  38  percent  of  the  state's  population  was 
classified  as  urban  by  the  Census  Bureau,  and  this  group  hud  in- 
come characteristics  more  similar  to  those  of  Clinton  than  v.ny 
other  of  the  groups. 

At  first  glance,  it  may  be  seen  that  Clinton  tended  to  1.,;-  be- 
hind as  the  income  brackets  moved  upward.   This  tendency  was  especi- 
ally noticeable  for  the  divisions  betv/eon  :p2,500  and  6,000.   Urban 
North  Carolina  had  21.5  percent  of  its  sample  betv/een  -52,500  and 
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$4,000  unl  1-1.0  ijcrcent  betv/eon  -iHjOOO  and  0,000,  as  compared  to 
Clinton's  10.4  percent  and  3,0  percent  figures,  respectively.   The 
ranges  above  $0,000  per  year  also  sho\vod  some  differentials  be- 
tween the  urban  N,  C.  and  Clinton  percentage  totals. 

The  urban  North  Carolina  percentage  breakdown  of  income  indi- 
cates a  higher  income  standard  for  the  state  as  a  whole  than  existed 
in  Clinton. 

It  is  probable  that  the  picture  in  all  the-  localities  has  shown 
some  improvement  in  the  eleven  years  since  the  data  pre-30nted  viere 
collected.   Most  likely  the  change  has  been  in  accordance  with  the 
national  trend,  namely  the  raovenent  of  more  families  upward  in  the 
income  range  into  v;hat  is  commonly  referred  to  as  the  "great  jViueri- 
can  middle  class"  level. 

The  pattern  of  income  distribution  in  Sampson   County  typifies 
the  "plight  of  the  South",  'vliicli  has  been  decried  for  decades  by 
progressive  southerners.   Production  is  the  bafsis  of  our  pro.gp'irity, 
be  the  products  agricultural,  indTistri  .1  or  coLim  :rc.ial .   To  pi-.iU^ce — 
and  to  consiuDe--a  community  must  have  people  c-pt>>ile  of  makinj^  and 
taking  advantage  of  opportunity. 

In  the  past  t'lis  area  has  had  a  high  proportion  of  people  who 
knew  only  one  kind  of  livelihood--rjiarginal  agriculture.   Trf.nds 
show  that  thousands  ot  these  people  have  migrated  from  North  Caro- 
lina in  search  of  employment  elsewhere,  and  not  from  Sampson  County 
alone.   But  thousands  yet  remain. 

Economics  with  all  moral  and  social  considerations  removed, 
dictate  that  the  concentration  of  people  in  the  leu   income  brickets 
means  less  money  in  circulation;  less  retail,  wholesale,  and  service 
trade;  uneven  distribution  of  the  tax  load;  and  a  resultant    re- 
latively slov/  growth  in  economic  progress. 

The  level  of  oducJ.tioiial  attaiiifflent  in  iliia  gouoral  ar&a  has 
improved  in  recent  years  and  doubtless,  v/ill  contitiue  to  show  steady 
improvement  in  the  years  ahead.  People  >/ith  highrj:  educational  at- 
tainment tend  to  seek  more  responsible  and  remunerative  jobs,  (By 
"higher  education"  is  not  necessarily  meant  the  college  level  al- 
together; rather,  higher  in  terms  of  years  of  public  schooling  in 
general  as  well  as  college  and  vocational  training). 

Unless  Clinton  continues  to  offer  good  emploAir.ent  opportuni txes 
in  manufacturing,  business,  and  the  professions,  the  tendency  will 
be  for  the  better  educated  people  to  migrate  away  from  ihe  area  in 
search  of  more  rewarding  positions,  leaving  behind  a  disproportion- 
ate number  of  individuals  and  families  in  the  lov.'er  income  brackets. 

A  good  start  in  this  direction  h:j.a    been  rj-jdc"  in  recent  years, 
but  much  remains  yet  to  be  accompli.jaod.   The  popultition  groivtJi  in 
Clinton  in  recent  years  reflects  the  arrival  of  hi  ji- ilcss  maiiuf  act- 
ing activities  in  the  area,  and  the  1960  decennial  census  as  v/ell 
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as  the  19G2  ceiisusos  of  business  will  unquestionubly  reveal  un- 
precedented growth  in  income  and  other  economic  indicators  as  re 
suits. 
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TABLIi   1-1.    llETiVIL,    WIIOLEoALE,    SEilVICE  .iND  ^;.u^•UFACTlJUING   iMIlNDo    IN 
CLINTON  .\ND  SAffPSON   COUNTY,    1929-195&  /l 


Note:       /ill    dollar   vol'imes 

are    shov.a    in    tlionsancls. 

Activity 

1929           1939           1948 

1954 

1958 

S.Ull^SON    COUNTY 

Retail    Trade 

No.    of    Estublishments 
Sales, dollar   volume 
No.    of    Employee a 
Payroll,    oiitiro    year 

U'holesalo    Trade 

No.    of    Establishments 
Sales,    dollar   volun.e 
No.    of   Employee'-- 
Payroll,    entire   year 

Servic?   Tr..des 

No.    of   Esta'.jlis'jjyoiits 
Receipts    for   services 
No.    of   Emp  1  o yf- e s 
Payroll,,    en-;i  ^-c    yc-L-.r 

Mainif  ncturos 

No.    of   Establishments 
Dollar   value    added   by   mff 
No.    of   Eni{)loyces 
Payroll,     entire    year 


335  396  .40 

4,915  5,143  13,873 

293  54G  785 

28f>  52G  1,099 


2,884 


361  447 

^2,887  25,229 

812  1,929 

l,6^35  1,035 


— 

302 

74  2 



2  or. 

124 

— 

79 

ISO 

45 

39 

52 

406 

G41 

L^  , 

,  355 

353 

598 

804 

199 

273 

1. 

,034 

29 

29 

37 

1,24G 

13, 

,720 

11,083 

202 

110 

l^iS 

241 

28  5 

442 

85 

101 

135 

74  2 

1 

,  '392 

1,917 

124 

223 

236 

ISO 

416 

456 

71  80 

4,650  0,398 

1,490  1,738 

2.025  4,0  17 


CLINTON 


Retail  Trr.de 

No.  of  Estaljliaixnionts 
Stales,  dollar  vol  ine 
No.  of  Employees 
Payroll,  entire  year 

Wholesale  Trade 

No.  of  Es:tabli3hmG!its 
dales,  dollar  volume 
N'o .  of  Employees 
Payroll,  entire  year 

Service  Trades 

No.  of  Establishments 
Receipts  for  service 
No.  of  employees 
Payroll,  entire  y?;r 


87  113 

.074  3,024 

196  409 

196  273 


140 

5,009 


830 


1G6  147 

1j,929  14.,r:97 

575  645 

1,::;42  1,334 


19 


!1,' 


79 

105 

198 

294 

50 

42 

30 

03 

193 

19  0 

1,328 

1,323 

88 

9  "i 

IGO 

102 

18 

111 

317 

338 

l/   No  data  for  q-dul  v-cturinj  for  Olint.iu  ii-e  o-v  ;,il,.bl  a . 
2.1      Data  not  available. 
Source:   U.  S.  Bureau  of  t'le  Census,  Censuses  of  Business  and 
Manufi  cturina:. 


CILUIT    ::,  .      NTJiiBEU  OF   EMPLOYEES    IN   RETAIL,    WHOLESALE,    JE- 
LECTEn   oERVICE   .iND   KUCTFACTUfllNG    EST/lBLISl»iEl«;TS    IN   CLINVuN   .IND 

N.    C.    ECONOf.aC    AilEA  NO.    6,    1929-1958 
Explan^.tlon;      — — —     Retail;      '   Selec  +  rr'    Service; 

Number     of  -^    V.V,n1  oaal  o  •      \lan»if  anfm-nn       /. 


1929 


1/    No    irta   for  Uanuf acturinj    for   Clinton   are    avf.ilabl! 

Source:       U.    S.    CenTuaes    of    iiuainess    aiid   Menwf  Jic  t".iriniT. 
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CHiUlT      4 .      NulIBER   OF   RETAIL,    WHOLESALE,    MANUFACTUniNG   .'J!D 
bEL.':CTED   SEltVITc;   ESTABLISHMENTS    IN   CLIN'TON   AKD   N.    C,    'JCOMUiVIC 
ARIIA  NTO!BER  6,    1929-58 


Explanation: 


Retail; 


Vdiolesale;      Manufactures.      /l 


Selected    Service; 


Number 


5,000 


1,000 

500 

300 

100 

50 
30 

10 


1929 


lP-i7      ?'13 


l/      No    data    for   Manuf ant-.irit?"    Snr    Clinton    ;.re    a\'!..ilal; 
Source:    U.    S,    Censuses    oi'    BuG:i;';>ss    r.iri   Mant-f  r.ctures . 


CIIaRTJ5_.      value  ADDED   BY  MANUFACTURES,    RECEIPTS    FROM 

SSIIVICES,     "^JlTAIL   .^JTD   wholesales    in    CLINTON   i\ND   N,    C,    KCUNO- 

MIC    .UlEA   NO.    6,    1920-58. 

Explanation:   Retail;  '  Selected  Service; 

Wholesale;  Manufactures,  /l 


1,004 


1029 


1047  194o 


1 S  o  s 


l/   No  data  for  manufacturing  for  Clintor.  ar^    ;;Taili:ble, 
Source:   U.  S.  Censuses  of  Business  and  iMunuf  ootares . 


Dollars 

(coo) 

500,000 


100,000 


CII.UIT  0     .       ilETAIL   \'/H0LEb/i.LE,    SERVICE   AND  MANUFACTUilING 
E3T;i.BLISlft;ENT   PAYIIOLLS    IN    CLINT(n>!    .\ND  N.    C.    ECONOMIC  ..  ...^    :>, 
1929-1958 

Exnlanation:    Retail;    *    .Selected    Service; 

Wholesale;    Manufactures,    /l 


10,000 


1,000 


100 


"  " 

1 

Economic 

Area 

^  " 

-  "Cf- 

1                 /I    Economic 

_^^^ 

^ — ■ 

,^--^ 

,  ^       ^^ 

/     ^ 

..^ 

/'^ 

— 

Econcniic  .  '-i;   ^^  - — 

^^  - 

-_ 

y^ 

<            / 

^^  ■  '      Clint' 

___„-.--^:: . 

^       ^ 

^       -^       ^ 

^"   ^     ^ 

— 

V^'     -^ 

^ 

X 

Ciiatoo--' 

^ 

y^ 

y- 

^  ■ 

_^^^ 

.^ 

^ 

' 

1—^ 

able , 


1/      No    data    for   manuTc^cturing    for    'Jli;:+r!)ii      are    avbil- 
Source:       U.    S.    Censuses    of    Business    and   Manufactures, 
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TABLE    15.      G:10SS    RETAIL    SALES    IN    SA'fPSON   COUNTY   /iND  N.    C.    1018-60 


YEAR 

Sampson 

County 

North  Carolin 

a 

Sales  Voiuue 

Percent  Change 

Sales  Volume    Pe 

rccnt  3;i 

n^;e 

1948-  10 

$12,155,725 



$2,137,22-,01P 



1949-50 

13,573,454 

11.71 

2,268,713,439 

3.15 

1950-51 

16,308,902 

20.10 

2,723,414,049 

20.04 

1951-52 

19,851,529 

21.74 

2,848,3;:;5,C3G 

4.59 

1952-53 

19,  :;i-;,o:.7 

-  1.21 

',0-\0,031,732 

7.45 

1953-54 

19,865,062 

1.28 

3,072,845,703 

0.40 

1954-55 

19,300,^.f:-0 

-  1.33 

3, 253, 065, 191 

5.8G 

1955-56 

22,190,260 

13.21 

3,919,352,744 

20.48 

1956-57 

26,159,447 

17.39 

4,225,332,097 

7.81 

1957-58 

26,099,147 

-  0.23 

4-,34b,020,7?4 

2.8i3 

1958-59 

20,9:3,877 

14. G4 

i,Ti;",22C,  IGD 

10.38 

1959-60 

32,895,391 

9.95 

5,177,415,502 

7.95 

Source:      N.    C.    Departtrent    of    Revenue,    Sales    and    Use    Tax 
Division. 


CHART  7  .  GROSS  RETAIL  SALES  IN  SAMPSON  COUNTY 
AND  NORTH  CAROLINA,   1948-1960. 


Bill  ions  of 

Do  liars 
9 


.:iLiUi  i-![iiJ4Jiii 4!M-'i!i|iLh  !;i;  iHi  |--,- 

The    shaded     portion     represents     the    ex- 
tent    to    which    Sampson    County's     rate    of      _ 
growth     exceeded     that     of    North    Carolina. 
The     thicker     the     shaded    area,     the    more 
the    county     rate    of     growth    exceeded     that 
of     the     state.     Billion    scale     lor    N.     C. 

-1        1  III-— liSiji-l'l^^ 

i         -1    j1               1            J     i    L   il          X.    I   l\      \A 

■  Ml  il  hMlIli 

-.    -       -           ■      N.    C.          /[     -                       r,. 

:        ^        f-     X*                   "        ■                       4lf 

;;?'*"         --'--                 COUNTY           /J^:. 

/.  ■i.-'^-:-!ai-l::'  --t^^i;-                                                     ^ 

■      .^-r-"-^^  J=i— -  - 

4— ' —     !  '  1 —  -p|- 

-4  -^ffl  -'- If  |4 

if" 

Millions  of 
do  1  lars 


1948 

1950 

1952              1954              1956 

1958 

1949 

1951 

1953              1955              1957 

1959 

Source : 

N.     C. 

Department    of    Revenue. 

TABLE    ICi.      ACRES   .iND   POUIJDS    OF   TOBACCO    IL'JIVESTED   AND   DOLLjUI  VOLUIJE 
OF   CliOP    IN    S.uMPSON    COUNTY,    1950-1958 


Total    Acres  Total    Pounds 

Harvested 


Dollar   Value 


Current  Constant 

Dollars  Dollars 


1930 

16, 

,930 

1934 

11, 

,  580 

1938 

16, 

,910 

1942 

16, 

,370 

1946 

27, 

,620 

1950 

20, 

,640 

1954 

22, 

,520 

1956 

19, 

,000 

1958 

14, 

,300 

13,092,300  1,767,1'20  2,475,098 

9,488,900  2,508,120  4,384,825 

13,637,000  3,016,700  5,002,819 

10,669,100  6,334,300  9,087,948 

28,939,500  14,833,300  17,785,731 

26,873,280  14,505,320  14,163,599 

29,47-7,700  19,  Of  1,500  13,877,874 

31,597,000  13,950,000  14,586,919 

25,640,000  14,875,000  1":, 044, 534 


Source:       N.    C.    Department    of    /igri culture,    Agricul tural    Stutistici 
Tobacco ,    January,    1960. 
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CEART   8  .ACUiiS,  PRODUCTION,  .IND  TOTAL  VAI UE  ( CUilRENT  iVND  CON- 
STANT DOLLAIIS)  OF  TOBACCO  IN  SAlklPSON  COUNTY, 
1930-1958 


10 


1 

1 

/ 

-^^ 

/ 

^^--.^ 

_--  — " 

.„ 

Total   A( 

:re£;    Uarv 

;  s  t  e  (1 

/ 

\ 

N 

y^' 

..         . 

1930     1054 


1938 


1946 


1950 


1954  1956  1955 


Source:   North  Carol  infi  -Vgri  cultural  Statistics,  Federal- 
State  Crop  Reporting  Service,  January,  1960. 
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TiVBLE  IZ   TOTAL  CONSTANT  DOLL/dl  PERSONAL  INCOME,  NORTH  CAROLINA 
iVND  COUNTIES  IN  ECONOMIC  AREA  NUMBEI^  0,   1939-1958 

Explanation:   Constant  dollars  are  used  to  reduce  the  effects  on  in- 
flation upon  trends.   Constant  dollars  are  current  dollar  income 
divided  by  the  Consumer  Price  Index  (1947-1949=100. O)  of  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,   This  measure  pro- 
vides  a  closer  approach  to  real  buying  power, 

TOTAL  CONSTiWT  DOLLAR  PERSONAL  INCOME 

(Dollars  in  thousands) 

Area ^g 

1939        1947        1950       1954       1958    Incr./j[ 
N.  Carolina   1,870,570  3,530,890  1,001,946  4,380,226  5,098, 7G5  172.6 

Counties 

Franklin  10,094  21,837  21,430  17,161  21,006  108.1 

Harnett  19,603  35,348  39,656  35,537  29,239  49.2 

Johnston  25,678  48,859  51,048  47,624  54,262  111.3 

Lee  8,350  18,911  24,040  25,563  27,991  235.2 

Sampson  16,310  31,494  31,085  31,400  38,331  135.0 

Warren  6,806  14,603  14,710  12,854  13,255  94.8 


Source:   Data  from  1939  through  1954:   Barclay  G,  Jones,  Per- 
sonal Income  Estimates  for  North  Carolina  Counties,  School  of 
Business  Administration,  University  of  North  Carolina,  Chapel  Hill, 
1957;  1958  data  taken  from  a  special  study  by  N.  C.  Department  of 
Tax  Research  in  1960. 

1/  Percent  increase,  1939-1058. 


CONCLUSION 


There  is  ii  natural  desire  to  draw  some  nev;  and  startling  con- 
clusions about  a  city  after  it  has  been  studied  in  some  detail.   If, 
however,  the  data  does  not  support  unusual  conclusions  it  may  mean 
either  that  the  study  is  too  shallow  or  simply  that  one  has  accurate- 
ly arrived  at  typical  conclusions. 

In  the  case  of  Clinton,  the  trends  indicate  some  typical  pat- 
terns and  some  noteworthy  departures.  The  last  may,  of  course,  be 
caused  by  an  oversight  on  the  part  of  tlie  analyst. 

In  terms  of  population,  the  city  has  grown  at  a  healthy  rate, 
somewhat  faster  than  the  average  of  towns  its  size  in  the  state.  Re- 
cent annexations,  the  impact  of  new  manufacturing  enterprises,  and 
farm-to-city  migration  have  produced  the  grov/th.   Farm-to-city  mig- 
ration will  probably  continue  in  the  future.   If  good-paying  jobs 
are  available,  the  city's  growth  from  migration  will  help  the  eco- 
nomy.  If  low-paying  jobs  or  no  jobs  are  all  that  are  ava.ilable, 
migration  from  the  farm  may  lower  the  economy  considerably  by  caus- 
ing blighted  residential  areas  and  by  creating  the  need  for  commu- 
nity services  out  of  proportion  to  the  tax-paying  abilities  of  the 
in-migrants . 

Employment  has  increased  satisfactorily  since  1948,  compared 
with  that  of  the  economic  area.   Growth  in  the  niunber  of  establish- 
ments in  wholesaling  and  the  service-trades  has  occurred,  although 
the  number  of  retail  establishments  has  decreased — a  trend  evident 
throughout  many  smaller  towns.   Retail  trade  is  not  likely  to  ex- 
pand greatly  unless  the  purchasing  poxier    of  the  populace  within  the 
trade  area  is  substiintially  increased. 

The  voliune  of  sales  in  service  and  retail  trades  rose  at  a 
rapid  rate  between  1948  and  1954,  but  apparently  responded  sensi- 
tively to  the  1958  recession  by  slowing  down,  in  the  case  of  retail 
sales,  and  holding  steady,  in  the  case  of  service  receipts,  '.hole- 
sale  sales  decreased  from  1954  to  1958. 

The  growth  of  manufacturing  in  Clinton  was  not  reported  in  the 
Census  of  Manufactures;  however,  the  growth  within  the  county  has 
been  strong  in  terms  of  value  added,  emplojinent,  and  payrolls.  Eight- 
een out  of  fifty-three  of  the  manufacturing  establishments  in  the 
county  in  1960  were  in  Clinton.   It  should  be  realized  that  s aiiin i  1 1  s , 
bakeries,  awning  and  upholstery  shops,  and  m:.ny  other  small  enter- 
prises are  classified  as  manufacturing,  even  though  they  may  employ 
few  people.   Contrarily,  most  people  think  of  sizeable  factories 
when  manufacturing  is  mentioned  and  when  "the  need  for  more  industry" 
is  cited.   Only  three  manufacturing  establishments  in  Clinton  em- 
ployed more  than  fifty  people  in  19G0. 


Niunb 
Establis 

er 

Inner 

its 

El 
Numbi 

stimated 

sr  Employees 

23 

575 

1 

75 

3 

525 

27 

1, 

,175 

54 


In  and  immediately  around  Clinton  in  1960  (N.  C.  Directory  of 
Manufacturing  Firms)  there  are  twenty-three  establishments  employ- 
ing between  one  and  fifty  employees,  one  employing  between  fifty-one 
and  one  hundred,  and  three  employing  betv.een  101  and  250.   Using  the 
mid-point  as  an  average,  approximately  the  following  distribution 
may  be  observed: 


Employee  Range 

1-50 
51  -  100 
101  -  250 
Total 

If  the  above  estimate  is  nearly  accurate,  then  about  fourteen 
percent  of  the  population  are  engaged  in  manufacturing  and  6.5  per- 
cent are  employed  by  small  establishments.   The  highest  number  poss- 
ible— assuming  the  maximum  number  in  each  class  of  establishments-- 
would  be  2,000  or  about  twenty-four  percent.   The  lowest  possible 
would  be  377  or  about  four  percent.   The  1950  census  lists  only  190 
persons  engaged  in  manufacturing.   Obviously  there  has  been  a  very 
great  change  in  Clinton  during  tlie  past  ten  years,  from  an  agri- 
cultural trading  center  to  a  well  diversified  city  in  which  manu- 
facturing plays  a  most  important  part.   This  growth  in  manufacturing 
is  doubtless  basically  responsible  for  Clinton's  rather  favorable 
comparison  with  its  economic  area  and  urban  North  Carolina  in  many 
respects.   Continued  growth  and  development  usually  follows  a  start 
of  this  kind  if  efforts  are  made  to  make  the  city  more  attracoive 
and  livable. 

According  to  N.  C.  Employment  Security  Commission  estimates, 
about  2,500  recruitable  workers  live  within  twenty  miles  of  Clinton. 
According  to  estimates  made  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States  in  1954,  for  every  manufacturing  employee  added  to  a  community 
a  net  gain  of  .74  additional  jobs  are  added.   If  all  2,500  recriiit- 
able  workers  are  put  to  work  in  manufacturing,  at  this  rate  the  net 
population  change  would  be  4,350,  or  thereabout.   If  tliese  people 
can  be  employed  at  good  wages,  the  future  appears  brirrht. 

There  are  liternlly  hundreds  of  factors  that  can  be  examined 
when  Clinton's  economic  future  is  considered.   Clinton  is  one  of 
tliousands  of  small  cities  in  the  United  itiites  that  are  affected  by 
the  clianging  economy  of  the  Nation.   Ind'astry  is  decentralizing  and 
towns  with  population  of  less  than   20,000  are  what  moat  industries 
are  looking  for.   By  industries  we  mean  manufacturing,  although  there 
are  types  of  industry  to  be  sought  other  than  manufacturing.   This 
report  does  not  presume  to  enter  a  discussion  of  community  develop- 
ment plans,  but  the  future  population  and  economy  of  the  town  v'ill 
depend  upon  the  extent  to  which  the  city  enters  competition  for  new 
sources  of  income,  new  jobs  for  the  young  people  who  vjili    be  pouring 
out  of  high  schools  in  a  new  surge  as  of  10G5,  and  stiible  e:aplojTiient 
for  an  aging  population. 
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ESTIMATE  OF  AVAILADLE  LABOR 
May,   1960 

DEFINITION  OF  AVAILABLE  //ORKER 

Those  persons  who  are  referable  to  and  suitable  for  a  production 
type  job  in  a  new  or  expanding  industry  v/hich  affords  wages  and 
working  conditions  equal  to  or  slightly  better  than  the  present 
industrial  pattern  of  the  area.  Recruitment  would  be  from  such 
groups  as:  (l)  the  unemployed  and  underemployed;  (2)  housewives 
available,  if  suitable  job  opportunities  existed;  (s)  workers 
now  comirutin5  to  employment  at  a  distant  point  who  perfer  local 
employment;  (4)  youths  expected  to  join  the  labor  force;  and  (5) 
other  lesser  segments  of  the  labor  force. 


ARljlA  -  Clinton,  N.C. 


Recruiting  area  20  mile  radius 
(Road  Miles)* 

ESTIIUTE  OF  AVAILABLE 

Workers  in  Defined  Area  2,590 

Total  Population  of  defined 
area  50,525 

(Preliminary  -   19C0  Census)* 

*(h'ap  covers  20  Air  Miles- 
Encircled  Part  Approxi- 
mates recruiting  area) 


DISTRIBUTION 

OF 

AVAILABLE 

WORK' 

;iis 

BY 

CILV 

.l/VCTl' 

RISTICS 

CIIiULVCTERISTIC'o 

Total 

\,'li 

ite 

Other 

M 

F 

^!   F 

Total  (1,2,  and  3  added) 

1.  Skilled 

2.  Semiskilled 

3.  Trainable  for  Production  Jobs 
Demanding  Skill  Development 


2,590   700 

55    30 

455   145 


815 

10 

140 


540 

10 

105 


535 

5 

65 


2.080   525   665   425   465 


EXPERIENCED  WORKERS  -  BY  INDUSTRY 


Skilled 


Semiskilled 


Apparel 

Textiles 

Lumber  &  Wood 

Machinery,  Electrical  &  Non-electrical 


5 

20 

10 

135 

10 

85 

15 

165 

Comments ; 

Approximately  400  high  school  graduates  will  enter  the  labor  mar- 
ket each  year  in  the  defined  area. 

A  plant  with  an  initial  staffing  requirement  of  300  whites  workers 
would  be  offered  a  selection  ratio  of  5  to  1. 

Prepared  By: 
BUREAU  OF  RESEARCH  ;VND  STATISTICS 
EMPLOYMENT  SliCURITY  COMMISSION  OF  NORTH  CiUlOLINA 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina 
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APPENDIX  II 


Method  of  Computing  Clinton's  Retail  Trade  Area.   In  studies  of 
the  retail  trade  of  132  cities  in  the  United  States,  W.  J.  Reilly 
discovered  a  relationship  so  consistent  it  has  come  to  be  known  as 
"Reilly's  Law,   It  states  that  the  dominance  of  a  central  city  over 
the  surrounding  countryside  extends  outward  in  direct  proportion  to 
the  population  and  inversely  proportional  to  the  distance.  Between 
neighborir.g   cities  the  influence  of  the  larger  city  extends  farther 
than  that  of  the  smaller,  and  the  point  where  these  competing  in- 
fluences meet  is  knoTvn  as  the  "breaking  point."   Mathematically,  the 
breaking  point  is  established  by  the  following  formula: 

Breaking  Point  =  Distance  between  A  &  B 

1  +^  /  rpiml.  tiuxi  oJ-'   B 
Population  of   A 


Reilly  actually  checked  the  breaking  points  by  means  of  sur- 
vey's and  found,  with  amazing  consistency,  that  the  formula  v.as 
accurate  to  less  than  a  mile  both  ways.   His  work  covered  every  part 
of  the  United  States  and  cities  of  various  sizes.   These  relation- 
ships were  chocked  recently  in  North  Carolina  by  University  person- 
nel and  were  found  to  be  applicable.   In  one  direction  from  some 
toiyns  the  influence  of  traditional  trading  habits  extends  the  break- 
ing point  beyond  the  calculated  point,  but  it  is  an  exception  with 
inconsequential  effects. 
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